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INTRODUCTION

Conditions in the South, 1865-1371.

The Ku Klux Klan and the violence which accompanied it
were results of the chaotic conditions in the south from the end
of the war until the completion of Heconstruction.

As these con

ditions are the background of the Ku Klux Klan and its activities
it is necessary to understand them before attempting a study of
their results.
Tilconomic affairs in this seotion were completely dis
rupted.

War had laid waste a large proportion of the area, and

destroyed a considerable part of the available resources of the
people.

The immediate result was a marked decline in the price

of agricultural products, which were the basis of southern pros
perity.

Everyone was in dire straits for money, and land was

selling for almost any price offered.

Near Macon, one of the

best sections of Georgia, 100 acres was offered for fifty cents
an acre, and any desired amount could be purchased in that locality
at #2 an acre.

In southwestern Georgia, the heart of the cotton

belt, land formerly worth $250 an acre was selling at from $1 to
$10 an acre.1

In Mississippi, land worth $25 to $50 an acre in
„
2
1860 was selling at an average of $7.50 in 1865.
Another blow to land values was the cotton situation.
The production of 1865 was about one-fifteenth that of 1860.
Prices went up, but there were repeated crop failures from 1865

to 1870, and a tax was levied on cotton by the national govern
ment In 1866*3

Cotton crops were confiscated at the close of

the war.4
Taxation also had Its effect on land values.

The

amounts collected by the various states Increased many fold.
Assessment systems In some states gave no security against dis
crimination.5
Northern capital was to be an Important factor in the
(rebuilding of the southern economic system, and this the investor s
from the north were quick to perceive.
of men and money from the north.

The result was an influx

Many northern men with some

capital were tempted south by low land prices and high prices of
cotton, but they knew nothing about cotton-growing, and large
numbers lost what money they had.

Many of this group remained in

the south, creating new social problems and this probably added to
the existing animosity towards people from the north.

Others were

more successful, and managed to establish some profitable business.
For the most part, this latter group seems to have been fairly
well received.

There is no doubt that northern capital was not

nly welcomed, but invited, by the thinking portion of the southern
opulation.

Elan violence was deplored by many on the ground

hat it kept out northern capital and was, consequently, a serious
detriment to the whole section.
The labor situation was a matter of grave concern because it was a factor that retarded development and caused much
trouble.

The negro was the only laborer available, but he had

3

been freed from bondage without the slightest conception of what
his future position in the scheme of things was to be.

The first

expectation appears to have been that the land would be taken from
their former masters and turned over to the freedmen.

General

Grant, in his report of December, 1865, says, "the late slave
seems to be imbued with the idea that the property of his late
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master should by right belong to him."

The common report was

that the land of the "rebels" would be confiscated and given to
them in forty-acre plots, with a mule to work each plot.

The land

thus promised failed to materialize by Christmas day, 1865, as
first forecast, but the negroes did not lose hope.

The testimony

taken by the investigating committee in the south shows that
many were still expecting this land several years later.

This

delusion was kept alive for political purposes by Repxiblican
demagogues.

The credulity of the negro in this matter also led

to wide-spread swindling in the form of sales of painted stakes
which entitled the owner to mark off and hold the land desired.

7

Many of the negroes remained with their former masters,
but large numbers seemed to feel that they were not free until
they had actually left the plantation.

There seemed to be a marked

tendency for them to leave the plantations and go to the towns.
As there was very little work for them in the towns most of them
became charges on the Freedmen'B Bureau.
if the Bureau did not support them.

They lived by theft

The result of this movement

was a marked decrease in the available labor supply on the
plantations.
Relations between employers and their recently liberated
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slaves were uncertain and productive of dissatisfaction to both
parties.

Various types of contracts were tried.

Some employers

used a wage system, paying either in money or a portion of the
crop.

Renting was more common.

The employer usually furnished

all the necessary equipment and sustained the renter until the
crop was harvested.

At the end of the season the renter received

a portion of the crop.

This proportion might be a specified amount

but was more often a fraction, varying fx-om one-tenth to threefourths, according to the locality.

The whites were constantly

complaining of the indolence of the negroes, declaring that they
would drop any work to attend a political meeting.

It was charged

that they did not understand their contracts and demanded more
than they were entitled to, and that they would even abandon a
crop in the middle of the season.

On the other hand, the negroes

complained that their employers frequently cheated them.

They

said that provisions were inserted in their contracts whereby
they could be dismissed without payment at any time on the merest
of pretexts.

It was also charged that they were furnished with

supplies during the year and then charged as much for the suoplies
as they had earned in wages or shares.

Some declared that the

Ku Elux Etan drove them off the land before the end of the season
and this would be the basis for claiming that the contract had
been broken.
Another aspect of the labor situation was the competition
between the negroes and the class commonly known as “poor whites."
This class of white people generally seemed to feel that the land
should be rented to them instead of to the negroes.

This d a s h

of interests led to violence on the part of the poor whites, as
will he shown later.
The emancipation of the negroes created a new social
situation hard to deal with.

They were unprepared to take the

new and higher place in the social scheme which their freedom
demanded.

Education ha.d previously been denied them by law,

and hardly any of them could read or write.

The upper class of

white people approved of educating them, and often built and
supported schools, but the lower classes had no such regard for
the future welfare of society as a whole.

Many of the whites

were uneducated, or poorly educated, themselves, and they felt
that educating the negro would raise him to their level.

Thus

education would be the means of hastening that social equality
which they all feared and hated.
The negroes were quite lacking in moral training, and
now that the former restraint of their masters was removed they
had a tendency to disregard the moral restraints of society.
To begin with, slavery had very rarely allowed real family life,
and it was many tines an unsolved riddle as to who were wives,
husbands and children.

As freedmen, many of them were inclined

to regard rather lightly the ties of marriage or family.
ence was one of their commonest vices.

Indol

They much preferred to

idle away their time in the towns, enjoying the novelty of the
new life there.

If they were employed to cultivate the land the

old driving force of slavery was lacking, and too often they
showed little disposition to work.

Their idleness, in itself,

was not particularly reprehensible, but it made it necessary that
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they support themselves by theft.

A majority of the planters

abandoned their usual practice of raising their own meat because
it became almost impossible for them to keep stock of any kind.
A very common praotlce of the negroes was to steal cotton from
the fields and sell it to the numerous small stores in the rural
districts which dealt in such trade.

Large numbers of negroes

were convicted of larceny and punished, but still larger numbers
were never apprehended.
With these exceptions, the general conduct of the
negroes seems to have been fairly good.

They were sometimes

charged with Insolence towards the white people, but the complaint
on this score does not seem to have been very common,

There wore

exceptions to this general rule, however, and these were a matter
of grave concern.

One of the most common of the disorders came

from the organization of negro militia companies.

Lawlessness and

violence quite often accompanied this practice, and where there
was no actual violence they were at least insolent and overbearing.
Sometimes they made direct threats against the whites, and as
they usually picketed the roads while drilling, traffic was inter
fered with.

This condition was worst in Tennessee, where the Ku

Klux Klan originated, and in the Carollnas, but it also appeared
in Georgia.

In other states armed demonstrations were often made

by the negroes, although there was no organized militia.

The

situation created general uneasiness on the part of the whites,
particularly among the women.8
Political meetings were another common source of general
disorder.

These were first conducted secretly by the Union
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Leagues, or Loyal Leagues, as they were more commonly known in the
south, and the general opinion, of the people was that the carpet
bag and scalawag leaders were teaching the negroes hatred of the
whites.

The impression was strengthened by a cliange in attitude

toward them on the

art of the negroes, and the burning of their

property during the period of existence of the Leagues.

The

League movement died out in most places before 1870, but Republi
cans continued to hold meetings more or less openly.

There were

numerous accounts of speeches made to thenegroes on these
occasions which were calculated to incitethem to some kind of
violence against the white people.

One expression commonly made

use of was, “matches are cheap".®
The lower class of white people had only jealousy and
hatred for the negroes.

They had never liked them as slaves, and

now they were jealous of the preference given them as laborers.
The basis of their dislike was the fear of the extension of
political and civil righto to this class, and, ultimately, the
establishment of social equality.
The northern people who were moving into the south con
stituted the basis of another social problem.

They could hardly

expect to be received with open arms by a people who had so
recently been conquered, and still retained their natural pride.
There were two classes among these northerners.

Those who saw an

opoortunity to Invest money profitably, and went about in a
proper and businesslike manner.

The other group was there to take

advantage of the disturbed conditions in any way that offered
Itself.

A large portion of this latter group were political

8

adventurers, and behaved as such.

Others came to Invest in land,

but were unsuccessful* and often remained to become mere
plunder rs.

The prejudice which already existed toward northern

people was increased still more by the practices of the latter
groun, so that anyone who bore the name ’'Republican" was auto
matically proscribed, socially.

On the other hand, a northern

Democrat was not at once accepted in social circles.

ile had first

to prove M s worth and demonstrate his good Intentions.

As time

went on, even those Ro ublleans who had shown their good intentions
and had not mixed In politics came to be accepted in many
localities.^
General Grant’s report indicates the attitude of the
peo le of the south at the close of the war.

he wrote:

"I am satisfied that the mass cf the thinking men of the
South accept the present situation of affairs in good
faith.
"My observations lead me to the conclusion that the
citizens of the Southern States are anxious to return to
self-government within the Union as soon as possible;
that while reconstructing they want and require protection
from the Government; that they are in earnest in wishing
to do what they think is required by the Government, not
humiliating to them as citizens; and that if such a course
were pointed out they would pursue it in good faith."-*-^
Emaneipation was already an accomplished fact, and was accepted as
such by all but the most rabid "fire-eaters*.
Johnson’s reconstruction policy was followed in good
faith, and M s break with Congress caused southern opposition to
the policy of the radicals in that body.

The series of

Congressional acts for reconstruction were opposed because they
seemed to

1
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Imply that the southern states were not able to govern themselves.
The Civil Rights Act was regarded as vesting the negroes with
rights which they were not able to use to the general advantage.
The second Preedmen's Bureau Act perpetuated an institution already
obnoxious because of its interference with labor contracts ana its
use as a political agency.

The reconstruction of some of the

states, particularly Alabama, was a source of considerable resent
ment against the Congressional policy.

The Fourteenth and Fif

teenth ^Amendments, however, were the most strenuously opposed.

At

one stroke they disfranchised the intelligent class of citizens and
enfranchised the ignorant negroes.
the 'hforcement Act of 1870.

Following these amendments came

This act provided for Federal control

of the state elections for Congressmen.
called Ku Klux Act, in 1871.

Then followed the so-

Tills act pz*ovided for the punishment

of anyone conspiring to go in disguise, or going in disguise, to
Intimidate any ©lector qualified to vote for members of Congress.
These last two acts were opposed for three reasons: unconstltutionality, violation of state's rights, and their implication that the
south could not handle its own affairs.

The whole series of laws

was considered as exemplifying a policy of hostility and aggression,
and a violation ox’ the parole given at Appomatox.

The late ''rebels'*

had been promised protection if they conformed to the laws oi their
states, but they were constantly being required oo conform to new
laws.

The Federal government was also accused of using its power

to sustain the Republican state governments*
At the very outset the suffrage policy was the hardest
for the people of the south to accept, particularly after they saw
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Its effect In the first elections held.

The 1867 registration of

electors for the projected constitutional conventions was conducted
under military supervision, which guaranteed the enforcement of all
rules.

Whites registering were required to take the "iron-bound

oath", while negroes were registered on application.

The

following figures for the five states being studied show the result
of this registration*12

Alabama
Georgia
Mississippi
North Carolina
South Carolina

Registration
white
negroes
'61,295
104,518

Pooulatlon
negroes
white
275,510
521,384
638,826

545,142

382,896

444,201

678,470

391,650

289,667

415,814

96,333

95,168

139,690
106,721
72,932
46,882
80,550

Georgia shows a slight majority of whites registered, but this was
small comfort to the Democrats*

Quite an appreciable number of

white people had been Uhion sympathizers during the war, and could
now be expected to vote with the Republicans.

Mississippi, for

which separate registration figures are not given, would
naturally have a majority of negroes registered.

The only one of

the five states with a clear white majority was North Carolina.
This situation explains why the Democratic party In all these
states except North Carolina took advantage of the provision of the
Reconstruction law providing that the new state constitutions must
be approved by a majority of the registered voters.

They registered

their opposition by adopting a policy of non-participation in the
elections for state conventions and approval of constitutions.
Such a policy was their only hope of success in warding off the
establishment of a government set up by negres and the despised
carpet-bag, era and scalawags.

As It turned out, the very thing
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they had hoped to prevent became a fact, even in Alabama, where the
constitution had been legally defeated by this policy.
After the result of these first elections the Democrats
were not liable to approve of negro suffrage.
to it was not as violent as it might have been.

Still, opposition
A large number of

the thinking men professed to approve it, with an educational or
property restriction, and some even approved it without limitation.
Their reason was the increased strength it would give the south in
Congress.

But the members of the lower class of society constitu

ted a majority of the party, and they continued to manifest their
di sapp roVal.
The right of the negroes to vote probably would not have
been so harshly denounced if they had not been misled.

The Repub

lican political adventurers who had flocked to the south united
with the southern white Republicans, and this group assumed com
plete control of the negroes.

These men took advantage of the

negroes to promote their own interests, both political and financial.
The most outspoken statement of their attitude wadpiade by Purman,
on the floor of the Florida Senate.

He said the Democrats used to

own tne negroes and work them, but now the Republicans owned them
and voted them.1^
These men first gained control of the negroes by means
of the mummeries of the Leagues, to which the superstituous nature
of the negroes made them particularly susceptible.

They bound them

to their cause by a formidable obligation, and lead them to
believe they were subject to a severe penalty for violating it.
The teachings of these leaders in their secret League meetings were
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calculated to hold the negroes to their cause without regard for
the consequences,

Their main argument was that the Republican

party was the instrument through wh* ch emancipation had been

effected, and the negroes were told that they would be returned to
bondage if the Democrats regained control of the government,

^'he

promise of land, already referred to, was another common feature
of their program.

As a precautionary measure, they kept the

negroes, as far as possible, from attending Democratic meetings.
The negroes themselves helped in the process of consolidation.
They became so imbued with the Teachings of their leade, s that they
denounced as a traitor any one of their number who would vote the
Democratic ticket.

Such traitors were ostracized, and no mercy

shown them, sometimes the persecution reached the point of
violence.
The Democrats, at first, made no effort to control the
negro vote, and in some cases refused nominations at their hands.
However, when they realized that negro suffrage was to be con
tinued, their candidates began campaigning to win the support of
the now voters.

They appealed to the negroes on the ground that

the Radicals cared nothing for their welfare, but were merely using
them to gain their own personal ends, while the Democrats were
their personal benefactors.

They argued that botiWhites and

negroes would prosper more under Democratic that under Radical con
trol of the state government.

In South Carolina, the party went

so far as to consolidate with e conservative Re ublloan element.
They nominated a Republican candidate for governor, and placed
several negroes on the state and county tickets. ^

The result was
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always the same,

large numbers Of negroes expressed a desire to

vote ’with their former masters, but fear of the consequences kept
them from doing so,® The Republicans never attributed much sln*»
cerlty to these tactics.

They accused their opponents of using

intimidation as their only means of controlling the negro vote.
The specific charges were of Klan violence, and the promotion of
disorder and riots at campaign meetings and elections.
The state election laws enacted by the Republican were
planned to keep the governments in their hands.

In all cas- s the

machinery was so arranged as to lodge the control scfely In
Republican hands.

The common system was a chain of appointments

originating with the governor and extending down to precinct
managers and clerks.

The Alabama law provided for appointment of

election officers by three specified county officers.

The effect

was the same as in the other system, as the county officers were
practically all Republicans.19

Other provisions were equally

effective in producing like results.

South Carolina gave the

precinct manager five days in which to deliver the ballot box to
the county election commission, and the commission the same amount
of time to make the return to the state election board*^
Georgia’s election law provided that managers Mshall not permit
any person to challenge any vote**', and, further, *shall not hinder
or delay** the process of voting.

Managers were required to take an

oath to enforce these two provisions.

Another provision stipulated

that managers "have no power to refuse the ballot of any male person
of apparent full age**.^1

In Alabama, electors were required to

take an oath before registering, and were subject to a heavy
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penalty for false registration.

In spite of the many fraudulent

registrations, no one was ever prosecuted.
law prevented the challenging of voters.

Another section of the
The legal fraternity

could not agree on the Interpretation of the lav/, "but even Republi
cans admitted that no one was veiling to make himself liable for
the penalty for violating lt.*^

Another scheme commonly used was

to -reduce the number of rural polling places, and allow people to
vote anywhere,

Tovms attracted the negroes, creating a greater

incentive for them to go vote.

The white people, on the other

hand, were sometimes inclined to feel that they could not leave
their work long enough to make the trip.
Election frauds
the exception.

3 eem

to have been the rule rather than

The most common offense was repeating.

One South

Carolina witness told of a negro in his employ who was arrested
after voting the sixth time.

Women sometimes voted "for relatives?

Many reports told of minors from 16 years of age upwards voting.
Boxes were opened and the votes changed.

41 men swore to voting

the Democratic ticket in one precinct after the manager had
returned only 6 Democratic v o t e s . O n e case of election returns
in South Carolina was so flagrant that the state board accepted
the report of the one Democrat on the county board rather than that
of the two Republicans.
The state officers were these same carpet-bpggers and
scalawags who had assumed leadership of the negroes, with a liberal
quota of the negroes themselves in some states.

The "Ration"

described the officers of Georgia as "probably as bad a lot of
political tricksters and adventurers as ever got together in one
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place”.28

The evidence fully hears out this statement.

There were

some good officers, but they were very much in the minority.
same statement would be true of Alabama and Mississippi.

The

The terms

used are not strong enough to describe the "lot” in either lorfch
or South Carolina.

Practically all the officers were Republican,

regardless of whether they were appointed or elected.
Frauds were the order of the day.

There were numerous

cases of men assuming office poor, even bankrupt, and retiring from
office rich men.

The most common of the swindles was the voting

of bonds to assist railroad building.

The policy was considered

good, and Democrats usually voted for the bills.

The faults were

that the amounts were often higher than necessary, and the roads
sometimes did not show evidence of the application of the money to
the purpose for which it was given them.
a "ring*1 knovm as the "Forty Thieves”.

South Carolina supported
The activities and members

of this rightfully condemned ’’ring” were well known, but none were
prosecuted.

One of their transactions was the purchase of notes of

the defunct state bank.

Strangely enough, the legislature at once

passed a bill to redeem these notes. ^

The South Carolina

wHOme stead Act” was an agency through which an astonishing list of
fraudulent transactions were perpetrated.28

The Republican

treasurer of Georgia told on one illegal and over-is sue of state
bonds.2®

Several Georgia witnesses told how the governor’s

offers of rewards for the conviction of Kl&nsmen wex*e used for
personal enrichment.33

In Alabama, local officers speculated in

witness certificates.0-*- It appears froxa the evidence that
Mississippi’s new school system was about to become a medium for
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the enrichment of Ite administrators.52

North and South Carolina

sold bonds through a financial agent in Now York, and the state
accounts could not be made to balance with those of the agent.
This practice cost North Carolina 17# interest for the sale of
ibonds at VO.50
The purchase of votes in the legislature was more or less
open, depending on the state.

The investigation brought out the

fact that in North Carolina the legislature refused to vote on
certain types of bills unless paid to do so.34

One Sout. • Carolina

man said that anyone w;.s laughed at who did not accept the price
offered for corruption.55

a

negro representative in the lower

house said he constantly saw money offered*36

i*ho "Missionary

Record", edited by a negro, denounced the Republicans who wore
corrupting the party and ruining the state.^
not

30

The practice vms

open in other states, but there is evidence to show that it

existed.
The ordinary expenses of government increased enormously.
In South Carolina, salaries alone increased from $125,500 In 1866
to $580,950 iii 1871.ob

jn addition to tills, the legislature

appropriated $90,000 to furnish the capitol b u i l d i n g s . T h e cost
of government In Georgia for the two and one-hslf years before
January, 1871, was $899,055.05 more than it had been for the four
years proceeding 1 8 6 0 . Governmental expenses In Mississippi
increased $600,000 in the first year of operation of the government
under the new constitution, 1870-1871.4**- Figures for the renal ning
states are not available, but the general story was the some:
Increases in sdaries, increases in the length of legislative terms,
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more officers, large printing contracts, purchase and construction
of buildings, and similar Items helped to swell the total.
The Increased indebtedness resulting from all these
practices f « 8

Immense.

The Investigating committee reported an

Increase of $131,717,777•81 In the total indebtedness of the 11
southern states between the tine of Reconstruction and 1872.
The average per state would be about $12,000,000,

The length of

time over which each state contracted Its share of this amount
ranged from one and one-half to five years*
The increase in the amount of taxes collected on greatlydepreciated property values has already been mentioned.
going explanation Indicates why it was necessary.

The fore

Even under these

circumstances the statement was made that the people would not
object so much to the taxation if the money was used properly.4^
Another grievance that the men who opposed the state governments
held against them was the fact that the members of the legislatures
which voted these taxes paid hardly any taxes themselves.

The

South Carolina legislature was composed of 96 negroes and 57 white
men.

The average tax paid by the negroes wee 70 cents.

Of the

white members, Democrats paid an average of $13.20 each, and
Republicans paid about $7 each.44

The situation in other states

was probably not quite this extreme because they did not have as
large a proportion of negroes In office, but It. must have been quite
similar.

Their legislatures were composed mainly of carpet-baggers

and scalawags, with some negroes, none of which belonged to
property-owning classes.
The machinery for law enforcement was poor, if nothing

worse.

A range of terms from "fair” to "despicable' was used in

describing the state judiciaries.

Only one man ventured to say

that the judiciary of his state was good.
a few good judges.

Wo state had more than

It is significant that Klan violence was

prevalent in only one section having a capable judge.

In tills

case, however, he was disliked because of hla political activity,^5
In one of the worst areas, members of the bar petitioned the legis
lature to impeach their judge on the grounds of utter incompetence
and partiality.
licans.46

Some of the signers of this petition were Repub

The testimony indicates that most of the judges were

well-meaning, but they were not prominent members of the legal
fraternity, and were quite often active partisans.
The state of affairs among the lower magistrates was very
bad.

Tho office was a political plum for tho lower order of party

politicians.

Many of the officers were negroes who could neither

read nor write.

The white men who held the office were lacking in

education, and often in conation honesty.

The investigation brought

out numerous stories of partiality, corruption, and incompetence.
Enforcement officers were hardly better than the
magisterial officers, although non© were negroes.

The dearth of

white Republicans of good character and standing among the Demo
crats made it necessary for the party to use whomever was available,
and there were exceedingly few capable men who were Republicans.
Another factor in the weakening of the enforcement
machinery was the excessive use of the pardoning power.
Carolina again furnishes the classical example.

South

In 1870, the

governor pardoned 205 state prisoners, mostly negroes, though only
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281 were convicted and sentenced during that year by the state
courts*47

Georgia was a close second, with 321 pardons during

the period from Augiist, 1868, until July, 1 8 7 0 , Figures are not
given for the other states, but the general accounts were similar.
People in all the states lost faith in the administration
of justice.

In many localities they considered It useless to

attempt the prosecution of lawbreakers because of the common mis*
carriage of justice.

When tney did obtain justice from the courts

they expected the criminal to be pardoned immediately, particularly
if he was a negro.

Hot all the courts are referred to in this way,

but the abuse of the pardon.ing poxsrer was common to all the states.
In light of these abuses, and the general disorganization, it is
not surprising that Individuals took the law into their ovm hands.
The idea of night patrols to control the negroes was not
new at the time the Ku Klux Klan started its activities.

The legal

patrol system had been used in several of the states for this
purpose.

Mississippi, in 1835, was troubled with bands committing

depredations at night in much the same manner as the Ku Klux Klan,
although they did not use disguises.4 "

Bands of outlaws, operating

principally at night, had been common just after the war.
The Ku Klux Klan, however, was the real starting point
of the violence that prevailed from 1866 until 1871.

It originated

in Pulaski, Tennessee, as a purely social organization, with none
of the violent characteristics It later assumed*

The motive was

merely the desire of a few young men of standing to relieve the
monotony of life during a period when they had almost nothing to do.
The name was adopted spontaneously, and was probably responsible
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for the mysterious turn the organization took*

Attention was s on

attracted to it, and all the suitable men of the town were soon
initiated into the organization.
the moat reliable and discreet.

Membership was limited to only
This selectivity was the primary

means of maintaining the strictest secrecy about the real character
of th

organization and the initiation ceremony, which were the

main objects of its existence.
surrounding farmers.

The membership soon includec the

The result of this was that requests began

to come in for the organization of Mdensn in the neighboring towns.
The home den had only its own ritual, so the new dens were establishe i by men v/ho were forced to rely on their memories for the
obligation and ritual.

This would make some changes inevitable,

and opened the way for organizers to incorporate their own ideas.
This may account for the radical changes shown by the constitutions
and obligations unearthed by the investigating committee.50
organization spread with astounding rapidity.

The

It was soon discov

ered that the appearance of these unknown and grotesquely gerhed
figures was having a very salutary effect on the conduct of the
negroes, who were very much given to thievery and turbulence in
that particular area.

The first instances of violence involved

members of the organization.

They took advantage of the disguise

as a means of safety while- punishing negroes, and even white men,
for personal reasons.
nothing of this natxire.

The organization itself had contemplated
The members of the organization soon

began to suspect that non-members were using disguises for similar
purposes.51
A convention was called at Nashville in 1867 to perfect
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the organization, and to eliminate the abuses that were developing.
The convention adopted a prescript setting forth the purposes of
the order, and the organization and obligation to be used.

The

purposes, in brief, were self-protection, and support of the state
and national constitutions,

A new prescript, improving the organ

ization, appeared some time in 1868.52

The organization now began

a systematic policy of keeping all lawless characters in check.
They paraded in costume to create the impression of strength.
Ghostly tricks were played on the negroes.

Warnings were posted

for the edification of undesirables, and corrective measures in
the form of whippings were sometimes administered,53

During this

time, other organisations were springing up, and it is hard to tell
whether they were copies of the Ku Klux Klan, or offshoots from it.
They had different names, but were usually known as MRu Klux”.

The

marked similarity of the obligations of some of these organizations
to some features of that of the Ku Klux Klan is a strong indication
that they were offshoots from it.

At the same time, there are sucii

great differences that one could not presume to class them as such
without some qualifications.
The profound secrecy of the Ku ICkux Klan proved its own
undoing.

Affairs took the same violent trend which had been devel

oping before the reorganization.

As a result, many respectable men

gave up their membership, and many used their influence to disband
the local dens during 1868 and 1869,

A general order for disband

ment was issued in March, 1869, by General Forrest, who was then
head of the organization.54
But violence continued after the order for disbandment.
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The evidence collected by the investigating committee showed that
there was much violence during the period from 1869 until 1871*
The following account deals, primarily, v/ith this latter phase of
the movement*

CHAPTER I

PROCEDURE OP TIIE CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION

Development of the Congressional
Policy of Investigation

On January 18, 1871, President Grant sent the following
message to both Houses of the forty-first Congress:
"In our midst comparative harmony has been restored.
It
is to be regretted, however, that e free exercise of the
elective suffrage has, by violence and intimidation, been
denied to citizens, in exceptional cases, in several of
the States lately in rebellion, and the verdict of the
people has thereby been reversed.n^
As a result of this mt ssage, Morton, of Indiana, introduced the
following resolution in the Senate:
"Resolved, That the message of the President, with
the accompanying papers, be referred to a select committee,
to consist of five members, who shall have power to employ
a clerk and stenographer, to send for persons and papers,
and to Investigate the matters herein ref rred to, and
inquire into the truth or falsehood of the crimes and out
rages of a political character alleged to have been com
mitted in the Southern States, and whether there be In
those States security for persons and property,
The Democrats did not oppose an investigation, but attempted to
belit le the necessity for ono.

They tried to amend the resolution

so as to have the Committee on the Judiciary, Instead of a select
committee, conduct the Investigation.

Their argument was that the

Judiciary Committee could spare all the time which would be needed
for such an investigation.

Their amendment to the resolution was,
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however, defeated*
The resolution was debated for a short time.
crats argued that it was a partisan measure.

The Demo

They said it was

laying the foundation for the refusal to seat the Democratic
Senators who had recently been elected in Horth Carolina and
Alabama.**

It was to bo used as a naans of keeping up and in

flaming, for political purposes, the existing sectional hatreds.
They contended that a committee such as that provided for in the
resolution could call any witnesses it chess and get any kind of
partisan testimony it wanted.^

They said it was well known that

Democrats all over the country, north and south, were continually
being intimidated, but there was no great hue and cry for an
investigation of that situation,F> They were certain there was
some ulterior motive behind the move because it had appeared so
suddenly.

Reports of violence had boon common during the past

several years, but no one had proposed an investigation.®
Governor Scott’s message to the legislature o.f South Carolina was
offered as proof that an investigation was unnecessary.

This

message reads;
"I cannot say with truth, that upon any information
in my possession, in any section of the State the laws
are not executed, for net a single case has been reported
in which the officers of the law have been resisted in
the discharge of their duties.
“At present I v;ould call your attention to the fact
that all cases of reported violence are individual
violations of the law, that none of them have assumed
the character of public combinations against the law, and
that they are all within the regular jurisdiction of the
criminal courts.”"
Governor Bullock, of Georgia, had recently reported that there had
been a fair, orderly, and regular election throughout that state,
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except for some disturbance in one district.8
Tbe Republicans contended that the investigation was
necessary.

As proof of this they quoted several violent edi

torials from southern Democratic papers, and a large number of
letters giving details of certain cases and descriptions of the
general conditions.y

They also presented a message of Governor

Holden, of North Carolina, in support of their point.

This

message gave an account of the obligation, purposes, and activi

ties of the Ku Klux Klan, and stated that it was impossible for
the state courts to convict the offenders for their activities.
They accused the Democrats of being afraid of the probable
results of an investigation, and of trying to prevent it.

Their

attitude was that the Democrats should not oppose an investigation
If It would not hurt their party.

If the Democratic party was

involved in this violence it was time for that fact to be known.H
They also said that the investigation would not be made a question
of party advantage as the Democrats had argued.
The resolution was passed by agreement on January 19.
The committee appointed was composed of Senators Scott, chairman,
and Wilson, Chandler, Pool, and Davis.
Democrat appointed.

Davis was the only

Wilson declined to serve on the committee

on account of his health.

Pool declined to serve because of

"reasons connected with the organization," probably meaning that
he did not care to involve himself in an Investigation of the
conduct of the people of his own state.
appointed in their places.

Rice and Baj*yard were
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On February 8, Senator Scott, chairman of the select
committee, introduced a resolution providing that the committee
be allowed to sit during the sessions of the Senate, and that two
more Senators be appointed to serve on the committee*

The reso

lution was agreed to, and Stewart and Blair were appointed.15
Stewart asked to be excused because he already had too much work
to do, and liye v/as appointed in M s place.15
The committee had called some witnesses whom it had not
time to examine before the close of the session.

Because of this,

the chairman proposed a resolution, on March 1, to allow the
committee to continue its investigation and report at the first
session of the next Congress.

There was 3ome discussion of the

legality of allowing a committee of one Congress to continue to
act under the next one, but the resolution was passed.1'- Before
It was agreed to, however a proposed amendment created a heated
discussion.

Senator Cas3erly, a Democrat, proposed that the

proceedings of the committee be made public,

he did this on the

ground that newspapers had been printing statements of the inves
tigation which favored the Republicans.

He argued that if the

investigation could not be kept private it nad better be made
public,18

The Democrats also said that the witnesses being

called were partisan, and were accusing whole communities of
various wrongs.

They argued that this amendment would give the

accused communities an opportunity to hear the charges made
against them so they could provide witnesses to defend themselves.1^
The Republicans objected to the amendment on the ground
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that it would make it possible for a mob to disperse the committee
at any time.20

The Democrats scoffed at this idea.

They compered

the proposed public hearings to ordinary court procedure, saying
there was no more danger of a mob dispersing the committee than
there was of one breaking up a session of a court,2*

Another

argument cf the Republicans was that the secrecy so far observed
by the committee was for the protection of the witnesses.

They

would be endangered if the communities from which they came knew
what they had told the committee.22

The answer of the Democrats

to this argument was that there was no object in protecting the
witnesses in this way now, because the testimony would eventually
be printed anyway.23

It is peculiar that the Republicans did not

add that witnesses themselves had been telling the newspapers
what they had sworn to.

The amendment was defeated by a vote of

49 to 12, with 13 Senators not voting.
all Democrats.

The 12 voting for it were

The 13 who did not vote were all Republicans.

All

those voting against the amendment were Republicans.'^
The select committee reported to the forty-second
Congress on March 10.

when the report was made, Bayard, of the

Democratic minority, objected to the majority’s action in pre
senting it at that time.

He said the majority of the committee

had brought the investigation to a close without giving the
minority proper notification, and they had no opportunity to call
in rebutting witnesses.

The investigation had been ended with

reference only to North Carolina.2®
report was passed March 13.

A resolution to print the

This resolution provided for the

printing, for the use of the Senate, of 2,000 copies of the report
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and the accompanying evidence, and 20,000 copies of the report
without the evidence,86
The proeldent end forty-eeeond Confess were determined
to take some action on the condition of affaire in the south.
Several bills dealing with the subject were introduced in the
house of Representatlvee•

The first of these res introduced

March 10, by hhcllabsrger*

It m s to authorise the use of the

land and nrvnl forces in the enforcement of the law,2'5' The next
bill ap-eared Far cl. 20,

This one, introduced by Butler, was to

protect loyal and peaceable citizens in the south in the full
enjoyment of their rights, persons, liberty, and property,2B
Another bill was introduced by Sfeeilabarger on March 20,
object of t

,* was to

pc

The

v . to all pailblli the ecurOL protee-

a

tion of the laws within the states*2®

All these bllxs were

referred to the committee on the Judiciary, and died there.
The Senate pursued a different course, but apparently
they had the came Idea In mind*

on March IS, Anthony Introduced

the follow 11 . vtsolution:
"T c r-olved, That the Scarte will consider c.t the
prteonTT'seselon no general legislation, except such as
relates to the suppression of disorder and the protection
of life arid property In the several states.'''*3
This resolution was not passed at that time, and before it came
up again tire Senate nad proposed two other steps.
Sherman, on March 16, introduced the following
resolution:
"Resolved, That txa organised bands of desperate and
lawless men, mainly composed of soldier® of the late
rebel armies, amed, disciplined, and disguised, and bound
by oaths and secret obligations, have by force, terror,
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and violence subverted all civil authority in large parts
of the late insurrectionary States, thus utterly over
throwing the safety of persons and property, and all
those rights which are the primary basis and object of
all civil government, and which are expressly guaranteed
by the Constitution of the United States to all Its
citizens, and as the courts are rendered utterly power
less by organized pwrjury to punish crimes Therefore,
”The committee on the Judiciary is instructed to
report a bill, or bills, that will enable the President
and the courts of the United States to execute the laws,
punish such organized violence, and.secure to all citizens
the rights so guaranteed to them,1,31
This resolution was not acted upon immediately.
The next day, March 17, resolutions providing for an
investigation of conditions In the south were introduced into
both the House and the Senate.

That Introduced in the House by

Peters provided for a House select committee of 12.
passed, and the committee was appointed.

It was

The Senate resolution,

introduced by Anthony, provided for a joint select committee.

The

resolution is as follows*
"That a joint committee consisting of five Senators and
seven Representatives be appointed, whose duty it shall
be to inquire into the condition of the late insurrectionary
States so far as regards the execution of the laws and
the safety of the lives and property of citizens of the
United States, with leave to report at any time the result
of their Investigation to the two Houses of Congress with
such recommendations as they may deem expedient; that said
committee be authorized to employ clerks and stenographers,
to sit during recess, to send for persons and papers, to
take testimony, and to visit at their discretion, through
sub-committees, any portion of the said States during the
recess of Congress, and to print and make public from
time to time during the recess the results of their
Investigation; and the expenses of the said committee
shall be paid out of the contingent funds of the two
Houses of Congress."5^
This resolution was passed by agreement, the Democrats offering no
debate.

They simply asked for assurance that members of both

parties would be appointed to all sub-committees.33
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The House of Representatives amended the Senate
resolution by substituting one of their own which was different
in three respects*

The number of members to be appointed to the

committee was increased to seven Senators and fourteen Represen
tatives*

fh© provision that the committee, "print and make

public from time to time during the recess the results of their
investigation9, was omitted.

The expenses of the Investigation

were to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate instead of
from those of both houses, 34

yhe resolution, as amended, was

passed by the House March 20, with no debate.

The only question

brought up was the necessity of debating the subject.
over this point was among the Republicans.

The flurry

The vote was 127 for

the resolution, 60 against it, and 36 members not voting.

Of the

127 membera favoring the investigation, 30 were Democrats, and
only 47 were Republicans.

58 of the 60 votes against the

resolution were cast by Republicans.
northern Democrats.

The other two were e&3 t by

Of the 36 members not voting, 22 were Repub

licans and 14 were Democrats.

This was a change from the vote on

the House resolution for a select committee.

The number of Repub

licans favoring an investigation had dropped from 58 to 47.
Democratic support of an investigation had increased from
11 of the increase of

12

68

to 80,

votes coming from southern men.

Opposition by the Republicans had Increased 11 votes, exactly
corresponding tc the decrease la their support.
opposition decreased from 15 to 2 votes.

Democratic

This is one more than

the increase in their support of the investigation.

This one vote

is accounted for by the fact that 14 Democrats failed to vote on
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the Senate resolution* instead of the 13 who had failed to vote on
the House resolution, 35

This gives the peculiar situation of the

Democrats supporting a Republican resolution, wh5.1e the Republicans
themselves deserted it.
this action.

There is no evidence to show what caused

It was probably because the Republicans were afraid

an investigation would delay legislation, and the Democrats were
supporting it in the hope that it would have that effect.
The amended resolution was brought before the Senate this
same day, March 20,

Anthony immediately moved to amend it by re

inserting the provision that the committee be allowed to print
information as the investigation progressed.

This point was made

the subject of some debate, with Thurman leading the Democrats.

He

contended that this orovlsion disclosed the object of the whole
movement.

The committee was to make a set of electioneering

documents at the public exoenee.

He was not willing to trust any

body of men, Senators or others, with the power to, "go traveling
around and Issuing . . . political bulletins to affect the
elections of the country".36 ge iater added the point that the
committee was to report "results", not "facts", and that the
majority would determine what was to be printed.

He also empha

sized the fact that there was no clamor for investigation after
similar outrages occurring in the north.

He was willing to have

the investigation made if this provision of the resolution was
left out.37
The Republicans attempted to justify this portion of the
resolution.

They said publication was one of the best ways to

correct the violence which existed in the south, and that if the
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common reports of violence were untrue it was to the interest of
the south to have that fact known.

They also argued that it was

better to hove official reports than accounts by witnesses e.fter
they had testified.

The testimony was to be published in December

anyway, and they could see no object in keeping it secret.

They

accused tho Democrats of su : ortlng the resolution to prevent
legislation, but wanting to keep the results looked up until
December so they would be of no use. 38

Wilson, a Republican, pro

posed tabling the resolution and having the Committee on the
Judiciary report a bill for control of violence in the south.

He

did not believe there was anything to bo gained by an investiga
tion.

Congress already had facts enough upon which to base

le deletion,

;Mch was merely being postponed.

Ria oroposal was

not considered.38
The points used by the Republicans In this debate were
practically the seme

ps

those used by the Democrats when they

proposed that the herrings of the Senate select committee be made
public.

There was, however, a fundamental difference in the

results sought.

The previous proposal by the Democrats would have

allowed anyone to hear both sides of tie case.

The part of the

resolution under consideration would have allowed the majority of
the Investigating committee, the Republicans, to publish only part
of the information, end no one would have had access to the testi
mony to discover the other side of the case.
Other things transpired before the resolution to Inves
tigate was again considered.

Anthony*s resolution limiting the

business of the session was called up March 22.

It had been
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modified to include the deficiency appropriation bill, the con
current resolution for an investigation, and the pending resolu
tion for the Committee on the Judiciary to report a bill ’Milch
would enable the President and the courts to execute the lavs.

The

Democrats attempted to filibuster, but the resolution came to a
vote aijd was passed, 36 to 18, 15 Biembers not v o t i n g . 14 of
those voting against the resolution were Democrats*

The 4 Republi

cans voting with them were Stunner, Tipton, Trumbill, and W'lndom.
The 36 voting for the resolution, and. the 15 not voting, were all
Republicans,

On ^arch 30, the resolution was amended to include

House bills dealing with the same subjects,
On March 23, President Grant sent the following message
to congress:
:,A condition of affairs now exists in 30me of the
States of the Union rendering life and property insecure,
and the carrying of the malls and the collection of the
revenue dangerous. The proof that such a condition of
affairs exists in some localities is now before the
Senate. That the power to correct these evils is beyond
the control of the State authorities I do not doubt;
that the power of the Executive of the United States,
acting within the limits of existing laws, is sufficient
for present emergencies la not clear. Therefore X
urgently recommend such legislation as .in the Judgement of
Congress shall effectually secure life, liberty, and
property, and the enforcement of law in all parts of the
United States, It may be expedient to provide that such
law as shall be passed in pursuance of this recommenda
tion shall expire at the end of the next session of
Congress, There is no other subject on which I would
recommend legislation during the present session, 1142
The House referred this message to a special committee.

On March

28, the committee reported the bill which became known as the "Ku
Klux Bill”
April 4.

Sherman’s resolution was called up in the Senate on

It was now modified in form.

The indictments in the
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preamble applied only to North Carolina, but the resolution
included the statement that, ”there is good reason to believe that
similar organizations exist, and have produced similar results in
many parts of the late insurrectionary States” . 4 4

The Democrats

did not oppose the purpose of the resolution, but attempted to
eliminate the indictment of the south.

They offered substitute

resolutions which left out the charges against the southern states,
but provided for the submission of a bill by the Judiciary
Committee.4®
own way.

The Republicans, however, Insisted on having their

They passed the Sherman resolution the next day.

vote was 38 to 12, 20 members not voting.
the resolution were Democrats.
were southern Republicans.
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The

The 12 voting against

Most of those who did not vote

Only two Democrats did not vote.

All

those who voted for the resolution were Republicans.
The concurrent resolution for an investigating committee
came up In the Senate immediately after the passage of the Sherman
resolution.

Thurman was now opposing the resolution itself*

His

argument was that since the Judiciary Committee had been instructed
to report a bill there was no need for an investigation.4?

The

next day, Frelinghuysen attempted to meet the argument of the
Democrats that the investigation was for political purooses.

He

said the Republicans were performing their duty by investigating,
rat; cr than taking advantage of the situation by allowing violence
to continue in the south.

He believed that it would be to the

advantage of his party to let violence continue, because people
would ultimately turn to it foj protection as they had in the
recent emergency. 48

On this same day, April

6,

the House passed
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Its

m Ku

Klux Bill”.49
The next day, Anthony withdrew his amendment to re-in

sert the provision for printing the results of the investigation.
He made the offer to do so on condition that there would he no
debate on the resolution.

The object of his move was to facilitate

the passage of the resolution.50
opposed by the Democrats.

The whole resolution was again

They contended that the House had just

passed a bill dealing with the whole subject, and the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary had been instructed to report one, so
that there was no longer any need for an investigation.

Casserly

attacked the Republicans with the charge that they did not want the
cooperation of the Democratic minority In the Senate.

He said they

had shown this clearly by passing the Sherman resolution after the
Democrats had shown their willingness to cooperate in securing
legislation if objectionable charges were not made against the
south,53- Hill, of Georgia, deserted the Republicans.

He said

there was no Ku Itlux Klan violence in his state, merely outrages
by small bands of men acting in their own Interests,

He thought

an investigation would be desirable if it was used to catch these
small bands,52

jje
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not vote either way on the resolution, which

indicates that he did not believe the investigation was to fulfil
the avowed object.

The Senate concurred in the House amendment to

their resolution by a vote of 3V to 12, 21 members not voting,53
The 12 voting against the resolution were Democrats.
voting for It were Republicans.
did not vote.

All those

Two Democrats, Bayard and Vickers,

The other 19 who did not vote were Republicans, 7

of them from the south.
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Appointments toy the presiding officers of the two Houses
of Congress created the following joint committee;
Senators5^
Republicans
Scott, Pennsylvania, chairmen
pool, North Carolina
Chandler, Michigan
Pratt, Indiana
Rice, Arkansas

Democrats
Bayard, belaware
Blair, Missouri

H eoresentatlvea5 5
Beck, Kentuckj1
Voorhees, Indiana
Van Trump, Ohio
Waddell, North Carolina
Robinson, I13.inois
Cox, New York

Poland, Vermont, chairman
Maynard, Tennessee
Scofield, Pennsylvania
Cook, Illinois
Coburn, Indiana
Stevenson, Ohio
Buckley, Alabama
Lansing, New York

Procedure of the Investigating Committee

The Investigating committee worked entirely through sub
committees,

A sub-co mittee of

in Washington.

8

was appointed to take testimony

The members of this sub-committee were Scott,

chairman, and Pool, Poland, Stevenson, Coburn, Blair, Van Trump,
and Beck .'-'0

The last three named were Democrats.

A sub-commit tee

of three, composed of Scott, Stevenson, and Van Trump, was appointed
to go to North and South Carolina.

This sub-co mittee investigated

only South Carolina, and then returned to Washington in July. 5 7
A sub-committee made up of Maynard, Scofield, Lansing, Bayard, and
Voorhees, was appointed to investigate North and South Carolina,
Georgia, and Florida.5®

The Democrats on this sub-committee were
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Bayard and Voorhees.
Carolina.

This committee also failed to visit North

Tennessee, Alabama, and Mississippi were to be visited

by Pratt, Rice, Buckley, Blair, and Robinson. 5 9
named were Democrats*

The last two

They did not visit Tennessee.

The only

testimony taken on North Carolina and Tennessee were taken by the
sub-con tittee sitting in Washington*

Attempts of the Democrats to

have sub-committees visit the other states of the south were
blocked.

They first proposed an additional committee to visit

Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, and Virginia.
the general committee.

This was voted down by

They then proposed that the committees

already appointed be instructed to visit the other four states.
This, also, was voted down.

60

The Democrats on the committee attempted to have testi
mony taken only on the basis of the legal rules of evidence.

This

proposal was postponed by the majority of the committee, and never
taken up a g a i n * T h e Democrats also moved that the investigation
be limited to acts of violence which had been committed before the
passage of the "Ku Klux Act”, April 20, 1871.

This motion also was

voted down by the Republicans.6^
The character and position of the witnesses called by the
committee were Important factors In the investigation.

The Repub

licans called a large number of Federal and state officers, all of
their own party.

Most of the state officers were "carpet-baggers”,

but quite a large number were "scalewags".

The southern people

defined a "carpet-bagger" as a northern man seeking office In the
southern states so he could get a share of the spoils of office.
A "scalawag" was a southern man who joined the Republican party
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for political advancement and personal enrichment.

As the

investigation was being conducted with special emphasis on the
political aspect of conditions in the south, it was natural for
these men to interpret everything according to their political
views.

Another element, more harmful than mere misinterpretation

of facts, seems to have Influenced their testimony.

They were all

dependent upon their political positions for their livlihood or
wealth, as the cose might be.

This would naturally have a strong

tendency to prejudice them in favor of Republican interpretations
of the situation.

Still another factor was that many of these

officers, both state and Federal, were unscrupulous in their
general conduct.

This group could be depended upon to pervert

facts and opinions to their own benefit.
all these factors were at work.

The testimony shows that

Without exception, the testimony

of this group of witnesses emphasizes the points the Republican
faction of the committee wished to prove.

Some were fairly

moderate in their statements, but quite a number expressed views
and opinions that probably went beyond what even the Republicans
on the committee were willing to endorse.
Southern Republicans who were not officers were also
called by the Republicans,

The testimony of this group is fully

as extreme as that of the officers, although the motives which
caused them to distort the facts were not as strong.

Their

support of the Republican party was intensified by the contempt
of the Democrats for them.

This attitude is shown quite clearly

by the testimony.
The Republicans called several white people who had
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suffered attacks toy the Ku Klux Klan.

They were, almost without

exception, of low character, and. consequently not reliable
witnesses.

They were also very partisan Republicans.

Still more

important, all these witnesses had very serious grievances to air,
and would quite naturally denounce their persecutors, and
exaggerate their sufferings.
A large number of negroes who had been mistreated by the
Klan were called toy the Republicans*

They were, of course, all

Republicans, and had been taught that the activities of the Ku
Klux Klan were directed against them for that reason.
itself, would have an influence on their testimony.

This, in
They had a

strong natural tendency toward exaggeration and untruth, and had
little or no regard for the sanctity of the oath they were required
to take before testifying.

Their statements were not to be

depended upon in mattere where their own interests were at stake,
and this investigation was of that nature.

The only check on the

truthfulness of their statements was observation of their conduct
while they were testifying.

This aspect of their testimony was

emphasized by the Democrats, and acknowledged by most of the
Republicans.
The Democrats on the committee tried to impeach the
evidence of the negroes from South Carolina.

They attempted to

show that they had been offered money to appear before the
committee, and that they had been told what to say.

They did not

establish absolute proof of either point, but succeeded in creating
the impression that both had been practiced to some extent.

They

proved that an officer had told many negroes, while serving sub
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poenas on others, that they would receive

$2

a day and ten cents

a mile for- no earing before the committee and testifying about the
Ku Klux Elan*

The defense of the officer was that he was merely

telling them this for their information.

He may have been

Innocent of any real attempt to bribe the negroes,

however, in

this particular area, he told this to a large number, whicn tends
to break dov/n the claim that he was giving Lne inf om a t ion to
satisfy curiosity.

Even those ..ho defended his action could not

say the negroes had asked about it, and there .ms no real reason
for him to Impart such information unless someone asked for it.
The question was raised as to how often he repeated these acts.

It

is known that he was very active in making arrests, and may have
spread this sort of information over the whole c o u n t y . i < h i s Is
tne cio; t lenient interpretation of the episode.

Other witnesses

tola of it In such a way as to make it appear as nothing less than
bribery.

One man, who had talked with a soldier who accompanied

the officer on this occasion, said Casey asked all the negroes lie
met if they had been visited by the Ku Klux Klaa,

If they said

’’no”, he told them to go to the committee and testify that they
had been whipped, and they would receive

$2

and ten cents a mile.6^

The Democrats also attempted to show that certain Republicans were
telling the negroes what they snould say to the committee, or at
least outlining a

3 tory

for them to tell.

Two or three of the

negro witnesses said that one or more of these men had talked to
them, tout they absolutely denied that they had been told what to
s a y . 0^

A very striking feature of the negro testimony Is its
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similarity.

In almost all of the dozens of reports of violence the

Ku Klux Klan had committed against them the Klansmen had said and
done almost exactly the same things,

Violent and profane

language is the most outstanding point,

Another peculiar feature

of the testimony of the negroes was the way In ’which they ex
plained how their politics was the reason for the attacks on them.
They quite often said, at the beginning of their stories, that the
Klan had told them they were being whipped because of their
politics,

cross-examination by the Democrats usually brought out

the fact that the Klan hod also given some other reason for the
visit.

Sometimes it was the other way, the witness first told of a

reason other than politics.

The Republicans, by moans of leading

questions, were able to get them to add that the Klan had also said
something about their politics.

These things do not brand the

testimony of the negroes as false, but they do show exaggeration
and imagination.

With these two factors so commonly present, the

student does not know what may, or may not, be true In the evidence
he examines.
During the investigation of conditions in North Carolina
the Republicans examined several men who had confessed to member
ship in the "Invisible Empire", which they said was the Ku Klux
Klan.

The testimony of these witnesses was very damaging to the

case of the Democrats, and they attempted to discredit it.

These

men had been sent to the committee by the local officers to whom
they had confessed.

The Democrats attempted to get admissions from

them that they had talked with these officers about appearing
before the committee, and succeeded in two cases.

However, the
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witnesses denied thpt the officers had told them what to say. ^ 6
The officers were Republicans, and the very fact that they sent
witnesses before the committee is sufficient to show that they were
interested In recording their testimony.

Witnesses claimed that

about 300 members of the Klan had confessed, and tne officers could
very easily select a few from that number who would testify in such
a way as to help their cause,
fessions, which ones to select.
"poor whites'*.

The officers knew, from the con
Furthermore, these men were all

This class, as a general rule, was uneducated, and

of low character, both of which would tend to make them unreliable
witnesses even though they might not have been influenced by other
considerations.

Carpenter, a very partisan Republican, was

reported to have said he would not believe any of them on oath,
and that they would make good witnesses to convict Klansmen.” 1
The smallest, group of witnesses called by the Republicans
was composed of men who had been accused of membership in the Klan,
or of engaging In "raids*’.

The object of the Republicans in

calling these men was to get them to admit their guilt.

If tney

had confessed, considerably more information concerning the Klan
would have been secured, but none of them confessed.
The witnesses called by the Democrats were of entirely
different character.

The first thing to be noticed is that a

great majority of them wore prominent southerners.

This fact, in

itself, makes It reasonablo to presume that they were truthful,
although it does not eliminate the effect of their political
sympathies on their testimony.

Most of them were Democrats.

As a

general rule, they interpreted conditions in favor of their own
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party, although not as uniformly so as the Republicans did.

They

presented a much wider variation of opinions on given subjects
than the Republicans aid.

Tills would indicate that their precon

ceived attitudes were not as thoroughly influenced by political
factors as were those of the Republicans.

It might bo argued that

they were supporting a weak caae, and consequently had no reliable
points on which to base their statements, but this does not fit the
testimony*

The^ gave more reliable statements, and more satisfac

tory explanations in support of their statements than the Republi
cans did on their- side.

The testimony of so s of this group is

unreliable, but the proportion is not as large aa in the case of
the Republicans*
A second group of witnesses called by the Democrats were
of the same class of society, but independent of politics*

Most

of them had been Whigs, and were now confirmed members of neither
of the existing parties*

They usually voted with the Democrats,

but sometimes voted mixed tickets.

The testimony of this group

was, as a general rule, more reliable than that of the Democrats
because of their relatively neutral position.

Some of them showed

a strong prejudice in favor of the Democrats, but most of their
testimony was quite impartial in the matter of political questions.
The Democrats helped their cause very much by calling
some Republicans as witnesses.

Most of these Republicans were men

who had moved to the south after the war.

They were usually

favorable to the Democrats on some points and to the Republicans on
others, with the balance in favor of the Democrats.

Most of them

were not active in politics, and their testimony on political
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questions seems fairly Impartial.

The most valuable testimony they

gave for the Democrats was on social conditions.

They did much to

refute the Republican contention that the southern people were
extremely prejudiced against all northern people.
The Democrats called a few state and Federal officers.
Most of these men were Democrats.

They were not much more

reliable than officers called by the Republicans,

They did not

make such extreme statements, and were probably more truthful and
conscientious, because they were of better character.
crats also celled a few Republican officers.

The Demo

Some of these were

men who were opposed to the Republican administration of the state
governments.

Angler, treasurer of Georgia, was one of this group,

he was in open rebellion against both the governor and the legisla
ture, but would not leave the party*

He was probably the best

witness the Democrats had on general conditions in that state.
Other Republican officers seemed to have no political ax to grind
at all.

Pope, United States district attorney for Georgia, was one

of this group.

Hid testimony was very favorable to the Democrats,

but did not show the slightest trace of political prejudice.

There

were others whose testimony was about the same as Pope’s.
The Democrats called a few men who were accused of being
members of the Ku Klux Klan,

These men almost Invariably admitted

that they had been members of the Klan, or a similar organization,
before 1869.

They all denied that their organization still

existed, or that they were members of any such organization after
the date mentioned.

They were of good character, and their frank

ness in admitting their earlier affiliation with the Ku Klux Klan,
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tends to give their testimony credit,

In one case, a. prominent

man admitted that he was a member in 1868, but denied being a
leader in 1871, as had been charged*

Ee said that he had advised

a reorganization of the Klan to control the men who had been
committing violence.

His testimony was confirmed by a Republican

witness.63
The fact that the committee was not limited to the legal
rules of evidence had a marked Influence on the investigation,
Hearsay evidence was allowed, and made up most of the testimony on
both aides.

This was particularly true of the accounts of parti

cular cases of violence committed by the Ku Klux Klan,

There were

so many versions of some cases that it is absolutely impossible to
tell which one was true.

When this situation is applied to the

organization and membership of the Klan, of which, no one knew any
thing definite, it is easy to see how each party in the committee
could obtain evidence tending to prove almost anything they wanted
proven.

The Democrats had the advantage in this respect, because

their -witnesses were, as a general rule, more reliable than those
for the Republicans.

Leading questions, which all members of the

committee used coxitlnually, created a problem that Is equally as
difficult to handle.

It Is Impossible to tell how witnesses would

have testified on given points if the questions had not indicated
the answer expected.

Many of the witnesses for the Republicans

were not intelligent enough to have brought In points the Republi
cans on the committee wanted to stress.

In these cases, the

Republicans established their points by means of leading1
; questions.
Leading questions produced another feature of the inves-
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tlgation.

§■

During, or after, a particularly apparent trend of

questioning, so..;e member of the opposite party on the committee
was apt to interpose some observation on the point being considered
These observations were meant to nullify the testimony of the
witness.
A large number of documents were Incorporated in the
testimony by both Democrats and Republicans.
newspaper accounts ana editorials.

Many of these were

The Republicans used reports

of cases of Klan violence from both Democratic and Republican
papers to show tliat violence existed, and, in some cases, to show
the nature and extent of the violence.

Notices by non renouncing

connection with the Republican party r/ero incorporated in the
testimony by the Republicans*

They claimed that the Elan had

forced Republicans to publish these renunciations.

The object was

to show the political effect of the Klan’s activities.

Editorials

from Republican papers denouncing the Klan and its violent course
were presented by the Republicans.

Their object in using these

was to show the stand of the Republicans against the Klan*

These

were compared with editorials from Democratic papers which evaded,
condoned, or slighted violence, and sometimes sympathised with the
purpose of the Klan,

The object in proseivting these articles was

to show that the Democrats either sympathized with the violence,
or were in some way implicated in it.

The Republicans always

accompanied such articles with their own interpretation.

The fact

that such editorials could be interpreted in various divergent ways
was very clearly brought out in the questioning of Sawyer, editor
of a Democratic paper in Georgia.
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The Democrats also used newspaper material.

Quite a

large amount of this was made up of accounts of public meetings to
curb the Klan activities, and the resolutions usually adopted at
such meetings.

Republican speeches to the negroes were freely

quoted, particularly the parts which the Democrats Interpreted as
meant to incite the negroes to violence against the whites.

The

third set of newspaper materials presented by the Democrats was
composed of editorials from Democratic papers condemning Klan
violence.

This was in the form of rebuttal to the editorials

presented by the Republicans to show that the Democrats Supported
and sympathized with the Klan,

Accounts of the bad features of the

state governments made up a large proportion of the newspaper
material presented by the Democrats.

These were from both Republi

can and Democratic papers.
Both parties used other kinds of documents to support
their contentions.

The Republicans incorporated the reports of the

North and South Carolina Ku Klux Klan trials in the Federal courts.
They stated no reason for including these reports, but they
probably did so to show that the state courts were impotent, and
the violent character of the organization.

The main object may

have been to emphasize the effectiveness of the Federal courts in
handling such cases.

Obligations and constitutions of the Ku Klux

Klan were also inserted in the testimony.

The usual practice was

to emphasize, usually through the questioning of witnesses, the
political aspects of these documents.

Attention was also directed

to the provisions in them which the Republicans claimed were the
basis of the violence committed by the Ku Klux Klan.

The Republi-
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cans Included several notices written by the Klan.

In cases where

such a xxotlce was well written they made that fact the basis for
the claim that the Ku Klux Klan was led by, or made up of, welleducated and prominent men.

They also presented proclamations

concerning the existing baa conditions.

These had been issued by

the governors of North ana south Carolina.
date.

None were of recent

A report made by Colonel Merrill was included by the Repub

licans.

A striking point in regard to this report is the fact

that it was written in December, 1871.

This was after the

committee had finished examining witnesses, and but a very short
time before it reported to Congress.

Merrill had been before the

committee, and his testimony had been reasonaoly moderate.

His

report was almost exactly contrary to some of tne things he had
seated to the committee, and it was extremely abusive towards the
Democrats of tixe south.
The Democrats incorporated financial reports to snow the
general financial coxiditions of tne various states.

The report of

a South Carolina taxpayer’s convention serves the same purpose.
This report had been approved by botn Democrats and Republicans
who had attended the convention, and it condemns the state govern
ment very severely.

The Democrats used their own set of obliga

tions and constitutions of tne Ku Klux Klan.

A'hese were different

from those used by the Republicans, and were used to refute the
charge that the Klan was inherently committed to violence.

They

also introduced documents to show the character of the state
officers.

The most effective of these is a petition, presented to

the North Carolina legislature by members of the bar in a judicial
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district, requesting the impeachment of the judge of their
district.
The points each party attempted to prove were made quite
apparent hy the questions they asked.

The Democrats emphasized

the existing governmental and social conditions as the fundamental
causes of the Ku Klux Klan.

They brought in election laws, debts

and taxation, and the corruption, ignorance and lncompetency of
state officials In this connection.

They emphasized the political

control the Union Leagues exercised over the negroes, and tried to
prove that this control was used as a means of Inciting them to
violence and hatred of the whites.

They also emphasized the dis

like of the poor whites for the negroes.

The Republicans had to

admit that corruption and other abuses existed.

Their efforts were

directed toward proving that conditions were not as bad as their
opponents were trying to picture them.

They contended that there

was nothing Inherently violent about the Union Leagues, and tin t
the organizations themselves were not responsible for any violence
their members committed.

Another point they stressed was that the

Democrats had only themselves to blame for the condition of the
state governments.

They tried to prove that the Democrats were

responsible for the existing conditions because of their policy of
non-partlclpation when the constitutions had been made and adopted.
Another point of contention was the nature of the Ku Klux
Klan, or organizations by that name.

The Democrats held that there

was no general, wide-spread organization.

They believed that the

real Klan had disbanded In either 1868 or 1869, and that the bands
which operated later and were called Ku Klux Klans were merely
......................... ............................ .

....

|
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local organizations.

They thought these local bands were operating

for personal, rather than for general, interests.

The Republicans

sought constantly to prove the opposite of this, that the organiza
tion was general throughout the south, and that local bands
operated as a part of this general organization for a common pur
pose.

They believed it was strictly a political organization.
The question of the relations of the prominent citizens

of tne south to the Ku Klux Klan was a subject of controversy.

The

Democrats tried to prove that the people of this class were not
opposed to the Federal government, were in no way connected with
the Klan, and used their efforts to prevent violence.

They denied

that these people were in any way responsible for the violence
committed by the Klan.

On the other hand, the Republicans con

tended that the dislike of this class of people for the Federal
government was the foundation of all the trouble, and that they
were in some way involved in the violence which was prevalent
throughout the south*

They tried to prove that these men were

either leaders of the Ku Klux Klan, or the motive force behind its
activities*

They also tried to prove that the people of this

class, if they were not members of the Klan or instigators of the
violence, were at least responsible for both.

Their idea was that

these men had influence enough to stop the violence merely by
publicly denouncing it.

They accused them of having no desire to

stop the violence, because they did not use their influence in this
way.
The Republicans were very anxious to demonstrate that a
great number of extremely violent outrages had been committed
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throughout the south.

They stressed the testimony of negro and

white victlias of the Klan with this object in mind.

They also

asked all witnesses to tell of any cases they knew of, directly or
indirectly.

They over-ruled the contention of the Democrats that

the lists of names of those who had been abused were improper
evidence.

They implied that the Ku Klux Klan was responsible for

all the violence against negroes, and practically all of it against
white Republicans.

The Democrats attempted to show that the whole

story of violence was exaggerated.

As already mentioned, they

tried to Impeach the testimony of those witnesses who claimed to
have been mistreateu by the Klan.

They tried to show that the

violence had been limited to a comparatively small area.

Another

point they maae was that the reasons given fbv attacks were
expanded or warped to make them appear political, whether they
actually were or not.

They also tried to show that violence had

decreased or stopped altogether in most localities.
Another type of violence was brought out by the Democrats.
This consisted of outrages committed by Republicans, and made to
appear* as though they had been committed by the Ku Klux Klan*
Another phase of the same thing was intimidation of negroes by
others of their own race.

This was practiced on those who voted,

or wanted to vote, the Democratic ticket.
The Republicans made an important point of proving that
the state courts were unable to bring the Ku Klux Klan to justice.
This, they contended, was because of its influence over officers,
witnesses, juries, and even judges.

This Influence was supposed

to have been exercised through Intimidation, complicity of the
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officers, perjury, and control of juries through members acting on
them.

The Democrats could not deny the fact that no Klansmen had

been convicted in the state courts.

They tried to show that this

failure of the courts wss the fault of the officers themselves,
and that it was impossible to handle the Klan because its members
could not be identified.

C H A P T E R II

VIOLENCE IN NORTH AND SOUTH CAROLINA

There were three different types of testimony concerning
cases of violence.

In one group, people who had been attacked

gave the details themselves.

In another group, people who should

have been reliable gave the details.

These were persons who had

been present during the perpetration of attacks, attorneys who bad
acted In a professional capacity In connection with some of the
outrages, officers who were in a position to hear the details, and
persons to whom the victims had told their stories.

The third

group consists of those who have hearsay evidence only.

The

reliability of all the testimony is questionable in some respects.
All three groups had, to some extent, interests to serve by misin
terpretation, exaggeration, or untruthfulness.
features are apparent in the testimony.

These three

Attorneys seem to have

been the most reliable, but the number of cases in udiich they had
professional knowledge was very limited.

Most of the evidence

comes from the third group, which was, naturally, the least
reliable of the three.

A large number of cases were mentioned,

but no details given concerning them.

In these cases, just the

name of the person and the character of the violence was stated,
and sometimes one or the other of those was omitted.

This situa

tion makes it useless to discuss a large number of cases.

A large

proportion of them would be misleading as to the facts and conclu-
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siona to be drawn.

Consequently, for the purposes of this study,

all those cases on which the Information is Incomplete have been
weeded out.

Those which will be used as illustrations of the

various aspects of the Ku Klux Klan have been selected because
the testimony concerning them is complete, and seems fairly re
liable.^
Violence by the Ku Klux Klan was localized.

In North

Carolina, there was much more of it in Rutherford and Cleveland
counties than in any other locality.

Most of the cases in which

details were given occurred in Rutherford county, but all the
witnesses agreed that conditions in Cleveland county were about the
same.

There was some violence in Lincoln and Gaston counties,

although very few cases were reported.

General statements of

conditions Indicated that those two counties were not nearly as
badly afflicted as the two first named.

Catawba county was report

ed as having some violence, but no cases were reported.

General

statements concerning Catawba county were not in agreement as to
whether or not the number of cases there was large enough to cause
a serious situation.

All these counties are in the Allegheny

mountains, or well into the foothills.
their whole area is 1000 feet.

The average elevation over

Rutherford county is the farthest

west, Cleveland oounty Is immediately east of it, and the other
three form a tier on the eastern border of Cleveland.

Quite a

number of cases were reported from the small portion of Chatham
county which extends into Moore county and is adjacent to the cor
ner of Harnett county.

Most of the cases In this area were In the

Chatham area, but a few occurred In each of the other counties.
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This locality is farther away from the mountains, but Is not out
of the foothills.

500 feet is the average elevation of the area.

2

It was reported that violence existed in Orange, Alamance, and
Caswell counties, which are In the north central part of the state.
No cases were reported from any of them.
Practically all the violence committed by the Ku Klux
Klan In South Carolina was In six counties in the northern part of
the state.

Spartanburg, Union, and York counties were the most

seriously affected.

Conditions In Spartanburg county were much

worse than they were in any other county In the state.

Spartanburg

and York counties are Irmuediately south of Rutherford, Cleveland,
and Gaston counties, In North Carolina.

Union is the next county

south, bordering both Spartanburg and York counties.

Newberry and

Fairfield counties reported quite a large number of cases, but did
not seem to have been as badly affected, as the other three named.
No cases were reported from Chester county, but general reports
seem to agree that some violence existed in the corner adjacent to
York and Union counties.

This whole area is farther away from the

mountains than that of north Carolina, but witnesses said Spartanburg county was considered to be in the foothills.

Nothing was

saia about the others, but the map shows that all are in an area
having an average elevation of 500 feet.*5

Scattered cases were

reported from other South Carolina counties, but none of the
testimony shows that violence created a serious problem outside
the six named.

Some Republican witnesses said Laurens county was

badly infesteo. with hlansmen, but the testimony as a whole does not
indicate that violence was very common there.

There was a

56
-

----------

-- —

—

r—

■ i—

' - :v. -

••
-

-----

—

different kind of violence in Sumter and Clarendon counties,
farther southeast.
against individuals.

It was against country stores, rather than
There is no indication as to how extensive

this activity was, as only two cases were reported from each
county.^
The census report of 1870 shows that the counties of
North Carolina in which violence was prevalent were among those in
which there were more white people than negroes.

The proportion

of the two race3 in Rutherford and Cleveland counties was approxi
mate!;/ 5 whites to 1 negro.
3 whites to 1 negro.

Lincoln and Moore counties had about

Catawba county had 9 whites to 1 negro.

others named had about 2 whites to 1 negro.
negroes in the counties west of these.

The

There were hardly any

There is no evidence

showing that thei'e was any appreciable amount of violence in any of
the counties farther west, although there seems to have been a
little,

south Carolina, as a whole, had about 1,4 times as many

negroes as whites.

Spartanburg county had a larger proportion of

whites than any other county except those farther west.
about 2 whites to 1 negro.

There were 53 more negroes than whites

In York county, which had a total population of 24,291.
1,312 more negroes than, whites in Union county, in
tion of 19,248.

It had

f

There were

total popula

The negroes were in the majority by about 2 to 1

in Newberry, Fairfield, Chester, Sumter, and Clarendon counties,
and In to 1 in Laurens county.

The largest majority of negroes

over whites was in the coast section in both states.^

No violence

was reported from this section of either state.
The character of the white population in these counties
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Is significantplantations*

It was an area of small farms, rather than large

The nature of the land did not make cotton growing a

very profitable industry, consequently, there were very few of the
prominent men located there-

The farmers were very poor-

lived almost entirely upon what they were able to raise.
principal products were corn, potatoes, and meat.

They
Their

They raised a

little cotton, which served to sup ly them with the few necessities
they could not produce at home.

Many of them, particularly in the

more mountainous area, supplemented this bypLIcit distilling.
There were many who had no visible means of support beyond a small
pbt of ground that could not produce enough to keep them alive.
This group was most common In the more mountainous area, and was
supported b; illicit distilling.

There were a few professional men

in the towns, but others had hardly any education at all.

--any of

the people, probably a very large majority, could neither read nor
write.
Violence began in North Carolina in 1868.

It first

appeared in Alamance and Caswell counties, and a little later in
Orange county.
the state.

All these counties are in the north central part of

No cases were reported from that area, so It is im

possible to tell either the nature of the Violence, or the extent
to which It existed.

It was stopped in thoso counties some time In

the early part of 1870.

Governor Holden commissioned Dr. Pride

Jones to stop it in Orange county, and he was able to do so by
an eailng to the loading citizens of the county.

Alamance and

Caswell counties were declared in insurrection, and violence aeons
to have ceased abruptly.

The first case In the Chatham area was
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some tire in June, 1870, and the last ore in April, 1871.

Most of

the cases during that period occurred in the early months of 1871.
The serious disturbance in Rutherford and Cleveland counties began
in December, 1870.

Practically all the cases reported to the

committee occurred between that time and June, 1871.

The first

case of violence occurred In February, 1870, but the evidence shows
that it was merely an incident in a private feud.

A large amount

of the Klan violence in this area grew directly from tills feud,
which broke out again in December.

There were a few cases during

the spring and summer of 1870, but nothing in the nature of a
general disturbance.

Most of the cases there, as in the Chatham

area, occurred during 1371, but before July.

The activity of the

Federal officers during the month of June was probably the cause
of it ending at that time.

The first cases in South Carolina were

the attacks on stores in Clarendon and Sumter counties.
of these seem to have occurred in September, 1870.

The first

However, this

does not indicate the real beginning of Klan violence in the state*
The first attacks on individuals occurred In Spartanburg county
in October, 1870.
in November.

They first appeared In York and Union counties

The great majority of such oases in South Carolina,

as in North Carolina, occurred during the early part of 1871,

They

continued into July, of that year, although the number fell off to
a very large extent after June.

5

The reason for the decrease in

the number of cases in South Carolina, as in North Carolina, was
probably the activity of Federal officers.
It is impossible to determine, even approximately, the
number of attacks made by the Ku Klux Klan.

Most of the witnesses
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seem to have based their estimates more on their political faith
than their knowledge of the facts.

Irwin, a Republican, estimated

the number of attacks in Spartanburg county as between 20 and 30,
Witherspoon, a Democrat, said that he had investigated the situation
to some extent, and was positive that there had. not been more than
40 or 50 attacks In that county.

Poinier, a very decided Republi

can, estimated the number of cases for the sane county as between
50 and 60.

Cummings placed the figure at about 400.

Colonel

Merrill claimed to have reliable information cone erning between 200
and 300 attacks which had occurred in the 3 weeks pcevious to the
time he was examined by the committee in July,^
The lists of cases upon which reliable Information Is
available show that a few more negroes than whites were attacked.
However, the lists are not a reliable Indication of the proportion
of victims of the two races.

A great number of cases were reported

to the canmittee in which negroes were the victims, but the infor
mation concerning them was not definite enough to make them
entirely authentic.

Probably most of them did occur.

This situa

tion was not so common In the case of white people who had been
attacked.

When such a case was reported, the information concerning

it wes usually quite detailed.

Another factor Is that the Elan

warned each of its victims not to tell of the attack, and the
negroes were probably more afraid to disregard the warning than
the whites wex-e.

The proportion of white victims, as compared to

negroes, was much larger In North Carolina than In South Carolina.
Very few of the negroes attacked by the Ku Klux Elan were
leaders.

None of those In North Carolina were.

Three of the

negroes attacked In South Carolina wore state officers.

Two were

members of the lower house of the legislature, and one was a trial
justice.

There were reports of attacks on others, but information

given was incomplete.

Only one who was attacked was said to have

been active in electioneering.^

These men enjoyed some prestige

among their own race, but none with the prominent whites, and
probably not a groat deal with the lower class of whites.

The

great majority of the negroes who were attacked were in no sense
leaders of their race,
Practically all the white people who v/ere attacked were
Republicans.

Only one North Carolina officer was attacked.

a justice of the peace.

He was

James Justice, a prominent Republican

leader In North Carolina, was attacked.

Come South Carolina

officers were attacked, but not a large number.

All of them, held

minor positions such as justice of the peace, election commissioner,
election manager, or a county office.

A majority of the white

Republicans who were attacked were not active In politics, and
were not leaders of either whites or blacks.
little prestige in their own class of society,
were attacked in both states.

Some of them had very
A few Democrats

They were of the sane class of

society as the majority of the white Republicans, and had no pres
tige whatever in their party,

They were only distinguishable as

Democrats by their vote.
The reasons for which persons were attacked are hard to
determine in a large number of cases.

The Klan, at some time during

tho visit, usually told their victims the reason for the attacks.
The testimony of the victims themselves, in this connection, must
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be taken for /hat it ia worth in the light of the rest of their
testimony, and tho strong incentive they had to indict the Klan,
It seems that the Klan aometj.mea did not tell their victims the
reasons for the attacks.

In such cases, the witness usually sur*

mlsed the reason, or told the reason others believed to have been
the cause.
reason.

In other cases, the course of ©vents indicated the real

The latter type of cases will be used, as far as possible,

In discussing the rocsons for which the Klan committed acts of
violence.
The reasons for Klan violence can be divided into three
general groups: political, crime and misconduct of the victims,
and the personal interests of the Klan itself.

There were three

specific reasons which made up the political attacks.

They were:

holding office, electioneering, and voting the Republican ticket,
or being Republican.

Specific reasons under the second general

group, ctime and misconduct, were: stealing, "playing Ku Klux",
buying stolen cotton from negroes, and threatening 7/hlte people.
Another large number of reasons in this same group can be classed
under two heads: immorality, and trouble with other people.

The

last was usually trouble between negroes and whites over lend or
labor, end sometimes personal disputes.

The third general group

includes: threatening the Ku Klux Klan, informing on the Ku Klux
Klan, and informing on Illicit distillers.

It is necessary to

state two other reasons under this group as objects of the Ku Klux
Klan, because the underlying reasons were too general and vague to
be expressed in a word.

These two objects were robbery of the

victims, and driving negroes off the land.
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Gillespie, a justice of the peace, was the only North
Carolina office-holder who was attacked.

There Is no evidence to

show that he was at 'aeked because he was an officer, or because of
his acts a3 ouch,

Tho evidence indicates that this case would come

under the third political reason rather than under the first,

He

said the Kl«n had told him he had been a Republican too long with
out punishment.

Severed, witnesses, however, intended to give the

impression that he was attacked because he was an officer.
were more cases of attacks on South Carolina officers:.

There

However,

there is no clear proof in an;; of those cases that the men were
attacked because they held an office.
such was cot the case.

There Is some evidence that

Some Republicans were considered good

officers, and were never bothered by the Hu Klux Klan.

The officers

attacked were all charged by the Klan with some kind of improper
conduct.

Young, an officer of Union county, was charged with

malfeasance in office.

Rose, treasurer of York county, was

charged with instigating and carrying out a plan for the negroes to
burn the property of prominent Democrats around the town of Yorkville,11
Practically the seme situation existed in cases where the
reason for the attacks were supposed to have been for electioneering,
or being a leader of the Republicans.
which

he.3

The attack on James Justice,

already been mentioned, was commonly said to have been

because he was active in the support of the Republican party,

How

ever, the evidence shows that it grew out of the Blggerstaff case.
The only political feature of the case was the fact that he had
acted as counsel for Blggerstaff, who was a very obnoxious Republi
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can.

lie had also made some speeches In which he had denounced the

Klan in very harsh terms.

His own account of the attack showed

that these two things, together, were the reasons for it.-^

The

testimony concerning south Carolina cases in which electioneering
was supposed to have been the cause of attacks is very incomplete,
although some cases were named.

Many witnesses believed attacks

were made on certain persons for this reason, but the victims
themselves did not say this.
A great number of witnesses testified that they had been
attacked for voting the Republican ticket, or for being Republican.
Host of these were negroes, but quite a large number of white
people said the same thing.

Although the testimony of all the vic

tims who testified on this point is unreliable, the Klan probably
did give it as a reason in many cases.

The peculiarity of these

cases is that there was practically always some other reason given
also, but the witnesses insisted that their affiliation with the
Republican party was the real reason for the attack.

The circum

stances sometimes tended to prove that this was not so, or that
there would be some question about it until more evidence could be
examined.

A good illustration of this situation is the case of the

attack on Miller, a North Carolina negro.

The man who reported

this case said Miller had been attacked because of a dispute over
some stolen corn.

He also said that the Klan had said something

about voting, but he did not remember what it was.3-3

Lewis, a

South Carolina negro, was accused by the Klan of not tending his
crop properly.

He was also made to promise to vote the Democratic

thicket t h e r e a f t e r . T h e evidence in this case does not

3how

which

was the real reason for the attack*

The Surratt case, in South

Carolina, is a clear instance of distortion of facts.

Surratt

said the Kish had accused him of slipping away from work to vote.
He placed the emphasis on the point that the Klan did not want him
to vote.

His wife, who was present at the time, testified that

the Kl: n had accused them of being poor Bhands”, but had said
nothin

about voting,15

J, Lipscomb, another South Carolina negro,

testified that he had seen a man posting a notice which warned him
to leave the Republican party.

He said later that he could not

read, and that the net e had boon brought to him about two v;eeks
after he had seen it posted.

It had been taken down and torn up,

and he had pieced it together to see what it said.

He had no

means of proving that the note brought to him was the some one h©
had seen posted, in fact, he had not had a close look at the
original note.

He did not have the note he had pieced together,16

Gaffney, another South Carolina negro, said that the Klan had asked
him for his gun.
husking bee.

They had cursed him for causing trouble at a

They had also said they were punishing him to make

him quit voting the Republican ticket.

The evidence indicated that

the real reason w s the fight he had started at tie husking bee.
This indication was strengthened by the fact that he had said two
of the Klan were men with whom he had had the trouble.1*7

Price, a

white South Carolinian, testified that the Klan had asked him what
he had been teaching the negroes.

He did not say he understood them

to mean politically or socially, but was sure the attack was
because he was a Republican,1®
Omissions were as important as commissions in connection
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with, politics as a reason for attacks.
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If the Ku Klux Klan had

wanted to destroy the power of the Republican party it could have
used methods which would have oeen amen more effective than trie
wholesale whipping of negroes.

The best one would probably have

been to 3llonce the Republican leaders, or drive them out of the
country.

The negroes would have been impotent, politically,

because of their Ignorance of political affairs.

They would have

had no one to urge them to participate In political affairs, and
their natural indolence would probably have kept them from acting
on their own initiative.

Furthermore, with tne Republican influence

out of the way, the Democrats could probably have persuaded a great
number of them to affiliate with their party.

But the evidence

shows tnat the Klan did nothing which even approximated such a
policy.

The real leaders of the Republicans, and many of those

who fomented disturbances by the negroes, were not visited by the
Klan.

iio state officers, and but a very few legislators, were ever

troubled.

The common complaint was that the state government was

responsible for the general disturbance because of the inefficiency,
Incompetence, and corruption of its officers.

Judge Logan was

charged by all tne Democratic finesses with being responsible for
the disturbance in Rutherford county because of his official con
duct.

There Is no doubt but what this was, in a large measure,

correct, but he was never troubled by the Ku Klu> Klan.

Joe Crews

and hia friends were charged with being responsible for the
violence in Union county.

They had organized the negro militia,

and, at the same time, had taught the negroes to distrust and hate
the whites.

This was no doubt true, but none of these men were
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ever attacked by the Klein,

Some obnoxious officers in South

Carolina received warnings and notices signed “Ku Klux Klan".
Very few of them heeded the advice or orders ao conveyed, but the
warnings xvere not followed by violence, as they had promised in
case they were disregarded.
Most of the cases of violence come under the second
group of reasons, crime and misconduct.

This la true in spite of

the fact that political reasons were given in most of the cases.
There were more attacks because of immorality, of various kinds
and degrees, than because of any other reason under crime end mis
conduct.

These cases const!tuted a larger percentage of the total

number of attacks in North Carolina than they did in south Carolina.
Quite a large number of women were attacked in North Carolina for
keeping houses of ill-fame.
Gilmore.

One such case was that of Prances

Her place was close to a railroad construction camp,

and It was corn only known that the negroes working on the road were
in the habit of visiting t h e r e . S e v e r a l men were whipped in
North Carolina for cohabitation with negroes.
were Democrat s,.20
with a negro.21

Some of these men

One vrhite woman was attacked for cohabitation
Garner, a Democrat living in. South Carolina, «&*

whipped because he left his wife and was living v/lth another
w o m a n . B e s i d e s these definite acts, some people were attacked
because of their bad character*
Quite a large number of negroes were attacked because
they had trouble with white people.

Quite often, in regard to

these cases, the negroes testified that the whites had threatened
at the time of the trouble to have them "Kukluxed*.

The Klan
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visited and punished them a short time after the trouble#
were two distinct groups of these cases.

There

In some, very bad feeling

seemed to exist between the parties to the dispute, and was
undoubtedly the real reason for the attack, even though politics
was also given as a reason.

In the others, the witnesses slighted

the Importance of the dispute, and claimed that politics was the
real reason for the attack.

The Gaffney case, which has already-

been mentioned, is a good Illustration of the first group.

It also

Illustrates cases in which attacks were made because of personal
quarrels.

Most of the cases come under the second group because

the negroes always gave politics as

one reason for the attacks,

and the circumstances were not always clear enough to disprove the
assertion.

The Hernandes case, In South Carolina, Illustrates an

attack because of a labor dispute#

This colored woman testified

that not long before the attack on her a man had threatened to
have her "Kukluxed" If she did not work for him.23

Butler, another

South Carolina negro, said he was accused of not tending his crop,24
This was a very common accusation.
Several south Carolina victims were accused of threatening
white people.
militia.

Much of this grew out of the organization of the

Bryant, a white man, was accused of keeping anus for the

militia to use against the whites.23

Oglesby, a negro, was accused

of knowing of an attack on the whites being planned by the negroes?6
Huskie, another negro, was accused of shooting about indiscriminately
at night.2 ^ The Cheater riot grew directly from the acts of the
negro militia, under the leadership of Jim Wilkes.23

It was In

this connection that the Republican leaders were most obnoxious.

68

They were continually accused of inciting the negroes to viience
against the whites* but none were attacked as a rcstilt of such
charges.

.
The attacks on stores in South Carolina have already been

mentioned.

The owners of these stores were accused of abetting

the cotton-stealing of the negroes by trading v/ith them at night.
The negroes brought in bags of seed cotton at night and sold it to
them.

The presumption was that there was no reason for them to

sell seed cotton to anyone but a glnner, and if it was sold after
dark, and in small quantities, it must have been stolen.
cedure In these attacks was net always the same.

The pro

Reason, in Sumter

county, was ordered to close out his b u s i n e s s . R o b e r t s o n ’ 3 store,
In the same county, was burned,^0

Rame’s store, in clarendon

county, was b u r n e d * P a r t of Rigger’s stock, in the same county,
was carried away, and much of that which remained was destroyed.32
Several South Carolina men were attasked for going around
at night imitating the Eu Klux K.lan, and abusing or frightening
people.

There was quit© a large band of such imitators in Union

county.

Two of Its members, both Democrats, were caught and

punished by the Xlon.^

Fowler was punished by the Elan for

putting on a disguise and frightening an old man.

The evidence

does not show whether Fowlor was a. Democrat or a Ropublican.34
following notice was published In Union county by the Ku Klux Elan.
"HEAD JJARTKRS K, K. K., DEPARTMENT OP 3. C.,
HGeneral Order ho. 49.
"S'l-om the G, G. C., 3. S.
dellght“not in~*speech, but there is language which,
when, meant in earnest, becomes desperate. We raise the
voice of warning, beware.’ beware’. Persons there are, (and
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not unknown to us,} who, to gratify some private grudge
or selfish end,“Tike Wheeler’s men, so-called, are execu
ting their low, paltry, and pitiful designs at the expense,
not only of the noble creed we profess and act, but also,
to the great trouble and annoyance of their neighbors In
various communities. We stay our hand for once; but if
such conduct as frightening away laborers, robbery, and
connivance at the secrets of our organization is repeated,
then the mockers must suffer and the traitors meet their
merited doom. We aare not promise what we do not perform.
We want no substitutes or conscripts in our ranks. We
can be generous as we are terrible; but, stand back.
We've said it, there shall be no interference.
"By order of the Grand Chief,
"A. 0., Grand Secretary.”33
A few non in South Carolina were attacked by the Klan for
mistreating their wives and families.
on Steele, in York county*06

One such case was the attack

Another was the attack on Turner, a

Democrat, in Spartanburg county,37

Stealing was a very common

charge against the negroes, but there were no cases in which an
attack was undoubtedly for that reason.

Several other Klan victims

were accused of stealing, but there was nothing definite in the
circumstances of the attacks on them which proves that vies the
reason.

The attack on H. Lipscomb was of this nature.

had been accused by a white man of stealing his fodder.

This negro
The Klan

gave no reason for attacking him, and none of the circumstances of
the attack show that it was because he had stolen the fodder.3®
The first of the two raids on the jail in XJnionville grew from the
killing of a white man by a group of negro militia members.

The

second raid was to retake the negroes who had escaped the first
time, and others who had been involved in the killing of an officer
attempting to make arrests.

The people had heard that an order had

been issued to take the negroes to Columbia for trial, and the
general opinion Y/as that they would be released if they were taken
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there for trial.®9
There were quite a large number of cases under the third
group of reasons.

Threatening the Ku Klux Klan was the largest

single sub-division, and included cases in bot)a states.

This was

not given as the reason for any attack in which the victim was a
white man.
Carolina.

One such attack was that on H. Carpenter, in North
The Klan were supposed to have accused him of having a

gun, and saying that he would use it if they came around his
place.40

The Eaves case, in South Carolina, was very similar.

The

Klan told Eaves they had heard he had been saying he had a gun and
a bulldog, and would like to see the Klan some time.4’*- Dodd, in
South Carolina, was accused of bragging that he would chase the
Klan if they ever came around his place.42
Informing on the Ku Klux "'Ian, or testifying against its
members in court, was quite frequently given as the reason for
attacks.

Most of these cases occurred in South Carolina,

The

Biggerstaff case, around which much of the North Carolina distur
bance revolved, had some of this element in it.

Biggerstaff and

his family were attacked while on their way to Columbia to appear
against the men they had accused of participating in the first raid
Art
on them. u Another North Carolina case was that of Downey, a
Democrat who was visited the night of the Justice raid.

He was a

member of the Ku Klux Klan, and was accused of warning Biggerstaff
that it was going after him that night.44

Gaffney, a South

Carolina negro, evaded the Klan the night they visited his place,
but his wife testified that they had asked her what business he had
appearing before the investigating committee.4®
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In Spartanburg county, South Carolina, many of the
attacks seem to have been for the purpose of driving the negroes
off the land.

The evidence does not show clearly that it was the

main reason for any attacks in other localities.

There is no doubt,

however, that this was the reason for the attack on the large
number of negroes employed by Jones on his plantation.

He had

bought the place not long before this time, and had rented the
land to negroes instead of to the whites who had been renting it
from the previous owner.

The Klan gave no reason for the attacks

on these negro renters, but there were several circumstances which
pointed directly to the former tenants as the perpetrators of the
outrages.^®
Robbery seems to have been the primary motive of the Klan
in a great number of cases.

They robbed Martin Pearsons, a North

Carolina negro, and told him they were taking his money because he
would not vote with the man who employed and paid him.
a South Carolina negro, was killed by the Klan.
opinion was that he was a good negro.

Roundtree,

The general

The evidence showed that he

had quite a lot of money, because he had just sold several bales
of cot b o n . M a n y of the victims who testified said that during
the attacks some of the marauders would search the houses of their
victims for money.
The evidence indicates that some attacks were made
because the victim had informed on illicit distillers, or had
testified against them in court.
in North Carolina.

The clearest of these occurred

A white man by the name of Owens was very

sevcrly whipped fox this reason,49
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A great number of attacks seem to have been In a spirit
of mere wantonness,
nature.

The whipping of Hu3kln*3 wife was of this

She was whip ed by ono of a band that had already attacked

several other negroes that night because he had not had a chance to
whip any,50

a

very large number of attacks were made In which the

Klan gave their victims no reason for their action, and the negroes
were positive that they had committed no wrong.
The number of men In marauding bands was variously
estimated,

Blackwell, In South Carolina, said the band which

attacked him was about 15 In number.

Another negro, who was

attacked the same night by the same band, estimated Its number as
about 300,'11
in number.

This was the difference In the Rose case, In South

Carolina.5^
20,

Many bands were estim&tGd as wldely as fron so t0 75

The difference in estimates was usxxally about 15 or

In the case of small bands, the estimates of their strength

were more nearly the same.

The general Indication Is that the

bands In North Carolina were of two different sizes: either about
10 or 15, or else about 40*

In South Carolina, they seem to have

been either 4 to 15, or 30 to 40 in number.

This estimate Is

supported by the testimony of witnesses In the South Carolina
trials.

They said each den had about 30 or 35 manbers.

Only a

part of a den’s members went on a raid, but sometimes t?iro or more
such groups combined,55
Two distinct types of disguises were common in both
states.

One was the full regalia the Eu Klux Klan was generally

understood to have worn.
govm.

The main part of this disguise was a long

This gown might be of any color, but most of them were white,
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with colored trimmings#

Lome kind of high hat was usually worn,

quite often having Imitations of horns affixed to them . The mask
was a cloth which hung down over the face and shoulders from the
hat.

There was no such uniformity in the other type of disguise*

These seem to have been impromptu attempts of persons to make
themselves unrecognizable,

a

mask of some kind was worn, which

the negroes called *dough~faces”.

Quite often the mask consisted

of nothing more than a handkerchief, or something similar, over a
portion of the face.
no mask used.

In some esses the face was blackened, and

No gowns were worn, although attempts were sometimes

made to imitate them by wearing long overcoats, or blankets over
the shoulders.

Sometimes the clothes were trimmed with colored

cloth, but more often the coats were merely turned wrong
Old hats were usually worn.
v/ere not dlsguisod at all.

3 ide

out.

Quote often some members of the bands
North Carolina bands were usually made

up of two, or all three, of these groups.

The impromptu type of

disguise predominated in the small bands in that state.

There were

usually a few who had gowns, and sometimes one or tv/o who wore no
disguise at all.

The disguises of the larger groups v/ere not

uniform, as between groups.

In both Biggerstaff raids a majority

of the marauders wore only impromptu disguises, and some of them
were undisguised.

On the other hand, all those engaged in the

justice raid wore the full regalia.

The full disguise seems to

have been worn most in South Carolina attacks.
two were also used there.

However, the other

The South Carolina bands in which there

were undisguised men, or men wearing Impromptu disguises, were
usually small.
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Most of the Ku Klux Klan attacks described by the
witnesses were carried out in practically the same manner.

They

were always at night, but might be any time from 8 o ’clock in the
evening until about 4 o ’clock in the morning.

They usually

awakened the prospective vlot3.m by hammering on the door.

In most

cases, the Klan demanded that the man open the door and come out,
but quite frequently they broke in without giving him time to open
the door.

In some cases, when the door was not opened at their

deman#, the marauders began shooting into the house.

The negroes

testified that they were addressed in very abusive and profane
language during the whole time of the attacks.
tion from this forcible procedure.

There was a varia

The victim was sometimes called

outside under the pretense that the Klan wanted to talk to him.

In

these cases the band tried to give the impression that it did not
intend to h a m him.

There is no evidence showing that different

bands used these different methods.

Both methods were often xised

in the same locality, which indicates that the sane band might have
acted differently at different times, or that bands moved from on©
locality to another.
After gaining entry, ox* persuading their victim to go
outside, the acts of the Klan were practically always about the
same.

When they went In after their victim, they usually took him

outside by force, sometimes beating M m in the process.

The women

In the house were usually abused while the man. was being taken out,
and were sometimes taken along and given the same treatment.

The

victim was then taken a short distance from the house and whipped.
The 'whippings were of varying degrees. Almost anything handy seems
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to have been used: stirrup-straps, sticks, boards, ropes, whips,
branches from trees, and

30

on.

followed an orderly procedure.

In some cases, the whippings
Each man was called by a number

and would administer a corresponding number of lashes.
each whipper would administer the same number of lashes.
methods were not the usual practice.
the lash at the same time.

Sometimes
These

One, two, or three men applied

Sometimes they changed off with others,

and sometimes one or more simply stopped whipping and others took
their places.

Some of the victims were given only a few lashes,

and others testified, that they had been given 100, 200, or even
300.

The evidence Indicates that about 30 to 50 lashes was the

usual number.

If charges were made against the victim, or if he

was given any orders concerning his future conduct, it was usually
during the whipping, but sometimes while he was being taken outside.
The victim was sometimes left at the place where he had been
whipped.

Other times, he was made to run, and was shot at.

a few were hit by such shots.

Only

In the meantime, a part of the band

was often in the house looking for money.

These men usually

wrecked or damaged most of the household goods during their search.
Different methods of punishment were used in some cases.
Quite a number of those accused of immorality were mutilated in
various ways.

Some were hung up by the neck, but were not killed*

This wa3 usually done when the Klan wore asking for some informa
tion, or for the purpose of extracting promises from their victims.
A few men were deliberately 3hot.

The marauders often asked their

victims what kind of punishment they preferred.
were usually hanging, shooting, or whipping.

The alternatives
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Milder methods were sometimes used.
cases no violence was used at all.

In a great number of

The victim was merely called

outside and made to give up any guns he might have.

The Klan

usually gave no reason for taking guns In this manner.

Many people

were merely called outside and warned about something.

Such visits

were often followed by a second visit some time later during which
the victim received a full measure of the usual punishment.
Written warnings and notices were quite common,

some were posted

In public places, some were sent through the mails, and some were
surreptitiously delivered to individuals.

Some of these notices

had apparently been written by well educated men.

Others showed

that they had been written by very poorly educated men.
notices were always in a disguised handwriting.

Such

Attempts had been

made to identify the writing in some cases, but they were
unsuccessful.

The headings and signatures of notices were different,

but had some things in common.

Mysterious and meaningless words

and phrases were often used as the place and date.

The signature

was sometimes **Ku Klux Klan”, and sometimes an. expression meant to
convey the idea that it was from the Ku Elux Klan.

The following

are illustrations of each type of notice.
"TO THE PUBLIC
tirr
l\ •

IV •

tr
IV *

"TAKEH BY HABEUS CORPUS
"In silence and secrecy thought has been working,
and the benignant efficacies of concealment speak for
themselves. Once again have we been forced by force to
use Force. Justice has been lame, and she had to lean
upon us. Information being obtained that a *doubting
Thomas,* the Inferior of nothing, the superior of nothing,
and of consequence the equal of nothing, who has neither
eyes to see the scars of oppression, nor the ears to hear
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tli© cause ox* humanity, even though he wears the Judicial
silk, had ordered some guilty prisoners from Union to
the City of Columbia, and of Injustice and prejudice for
811
&lr trial of life; thus clutching at the wheel-spokes
of destiny — then this thing was created and projected;
otherwise it would never have been. We yield to the
inevitable and Inexorable, and account this the best.
•Let not thy right hand know what they left and doeth,'
Is our motto,
"We want peace, but this cannot be till Justice
returns. We want and will have Justice, but this cannot
be till tiie bleeding fight of freedom is fought. Until
then the Molock of Iniquity will have his victims, even
if the Michael of Justice must have his martyrs.
"K. K. K ."54
"HEAD UARTEH3 OP THE 29 SQUAD 143 DIVISION OP K. K, KLAN,
"To Francis Johnston & Pink Johnston:
"first, Francis, I have noticed your card in the
Enquirer, it sounds sorter hard & personal, you bleave
unjust reports has Bin circulated on you. 1 don't no how
hou can think so when we no you have fed of the meathouses of uper york & Gaston county, & fatened of the
coten farms in the Clay Hill Neigher hood, & them prlncipaly of widow Ladies at that, & backed Sam Slmrell In
his unlaw ful corce untill you brot him to whare he Is,
& still you are d a r e of blame; so you think.
"2. But for Pink, he noes well evry body noes he is
a Lire & a theaf, & only keeps company with such, & for
you to say you deny any Sperit of Lawlesness, i am sur
prised at your daring to 11 so, & as for Julies Mason i
am surprised to see him there, but he is In the Enciuirer
whare Geses Christ was when he was crucified, between 2
theaves#
"now take heed, your evil day Will surely come,
your Back was all we wanted before, but now you necks
will do as well, so if you don't leave that is what we
will have, as sure as night follows day.
"C. 0., KU-KLUX KLAN.
"Vic Rory"55
Not all the bands which committed violence operated in
the manner described.

That which raided the Unionville jail used

entirely different methods.

Citizens who saw them testified that

they came into town in military order, left pickets at strategic
points throughout the town, and proceeded to the jail.

They
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surrounded the jail, and forced the jailor to give up the keys.
They then went in and picked out the negroes they intended to take
out.

One man stood at the door and identified the negroes as they

were brought outside.

The people suspected that they intended to

kill the negroes, and a doctor attempted to prevent it.

He was not

molested, but was made to stay where he was and keep quiet.

He

appealed to the leader not to take out one of the negroes accused
of the crime for which they were all in jail, because the prelimin
ary examination had produced some doubt as to his guilt.
negro was taken out, but was sent back by the leader.

This

Men were

halted in other parts of the town and made to stay where they were
until the main body of the band was out of town.

The negroes were

quietly marched out of town, and shot, one at a time,56
Justice case presents a somewhat similar aspect.

The

Justice was

taken from his room at night, beaten, and dragged downstairs.

The

leader, apparently, was not in the group which took him out of the
house.

As soon as they got him outside the man in command ordered

them to stop abusing him, and later refused to let than harm him in
any way.

The leader told Justice they had taken him with the

Intention of shooting him, but released him on his promise to lead
them to Biggerstaff, (which he never did ) , 5,7
Pour features of these two raids mark them as entirely
different than the great majority of Xian attacks.
a leader who directed all its movements.
control over his men, and exercised it.

Each band had

The leader had absolute
The movements and activity

of the Unlonville band were orderly, and evidently planned before
the raid.

The North Carolina band was much more orderly than most
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of the marauding bands, although not as much so as the Unionville
band.

Some consideration was shown for the victims,

other negroes

in the Unionville jail were not molested, and those taken out were
not abused before they were executed.

One of the negroes accused

of the original crime was taken out but returned bocause of the
pleas of the doctor.

Justice was abused more or less until his

captors got him to their leader, who prevented any further abuse,
and then released him.
There were three riots in South Carolina which were net
Klan attacks, but were reported as such by Republican witnesses.
The Republicans charged the Ku Klux Klan with being responsible for
these disturbances even though the rioters never appeared in dis
guise,

They also contended that the white men who took active

part in the disturbances were Klansmen.

These two charges were

made in regard to the Laurens riot, but the evidence shows that the
Klan was not responsible for it, and did not participate in it.

The

riot began spontaneously, and was brought on by bad race feeling,
which the election two days before had intensified.

The only

thing which shovred concerted action on the part of the white people
was the fact that word of the trouble had immediately spread to the
surrounding country, and the people began coming to town from all
over the county.

The Republicans tried to show that the whites had

planned to attack the negroes.

They contended that the news could

not possibly have spread rapidly enough for so many to hear of it
and get into town as soon as they did after the trouble started.
One weak point in their argument was that they did not take into
account the fact that there were far more negroes than white people

80

In the town of Laurens.

For this reason, the whites in town would

naturally be particularly anxious to inform the country people
that they needed help.

The white people in the surrounding country

knew the situation, and would be anxious to get on the scene as
quickly as possible.

Ho witnesses knew, definitely, that messengers

had been sent out, but it seemed to be the general belief that some
had gone.
night.

Many groups on the way in from the country traveled all

Many did not get to town early in the morning of the day

after the trouble began, and men were arriving in small groups all
day.

This was time enough to assemble people from the whole county

after the trouble started.

The Republicans also failed to consider

the fact that a majority of the southern men had been soldiers, aid
that most of the prominent men had been their officers.

If such a

group had planned an attack on the negroes their forces would have
been massed and ready for action when the trouble began.

They

would not have been straggling in all the next night and day.59
It was much more improbable that the Eu Xlux Elan was
directly connected with the Chester riot.

Wilkes led M s militia

company into the town of Chester, and threw the white people into
a panic.

They immediately prepared to defend themselves, and sent

word to linnsborough and Rock Hill asking for help.

They were able

to persuade the negroes to leave town the first day, but they came
back again in the morning and barricaded themselves at the railroad
yards and at the home of the mayor.

The people finally persuaded

the mayor to have them leave town and get their promise to disperse.
After leaving town, they marched elong the road leading to Unlonville, threatening, people and foraging along the way.

They
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did not disperse, as they had promised to do.

The people In

Unlonville heard they were headed that way* and a company of men
went out openly to inert and disperse them.

A skirmish resulted,

and the negroes scattered.
The Democrats claimed that negroes and Republicans
committed a large proportion of all the violence in order to create
political capital for their party.

The evidence does not support

this contention, but it does prove that negroes committed acts of
violence very much like those committed by the Xu Klux Klan.

A

negro from Wake county, North Carolina, confessed to the county
officers that he had been a member of a band of negroes which sent
out groups at night to burn white people’s banns,®0

Ram sour and

some other negroes were attacked in Catawba county for belonging
to a Democratic club,6^

A man by the name of Fallman, Union

county, South Carolina, was shot at several times while in his
house.

Some of the shot was dug out of the walls, and proved to be

militia ammunition.®2

There wore several other cases in Union

county In,which the militia committed similar acts of violence at
night.
Witnesses testified to several immediate effects of the
violence of the Ku Klux Klan,

A comparison of the testimony of

different witnesses shows that all the effects Reported were more
or less exaggerated,

Consequently, it is practically impossible

to be sure of the actual extent of any of them.
existed to some extent.

No doubt they all

Most of the negroes who testified said

they were afraid to vote, and that others of their race were in the
same position.

Circumstances must be considered in connection with
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this point.

The general disturbance had not appeared in either

state until after the 1870 election.

Therefore, this effect could

hardly have existed in more than a very small number of communities,
if in any at all, during that election.

The investigation was

being conducted during the summer of 1871, and there were no
elections pending In either state at that time.
and activity were at their lowest ebb.

Political feeling

The only explanation

possible is that the violence was punishment for having voted the
He ubl1can ticket in 1870, and that the lesson was very well
learned.

There was no Immediate opportunity to test the truth of

the testimony on this point, because it was more than a year until
the next election.
Many witnesses testified that Klan violence had
■

frightened the Republicans so much that they dared not make
political speeches or hold political meetings.

The fact that Crews

and some other very obnoxlo’ns Republicans continued to do both
shows that thi3 result was not true of all eoi-imunities.

Many

Republicans were undoubtedly afraid, but it may hove been because
of violence which took place at some of their meetings rather than
foar of an attack by the Ku Rlux Klan.

Their testimony shows that

they thought more of the first contingency than of the second.
Hov/over, they believed, or professed to believe, that the Ku &lux
Klan was responsible for the riots which took place at political
meetings.

So, in effect, there was no difference as far as they

were concerned.

They failed, however, to take into account the

fact that violence was not general before the 1870 election.

This

makes it improbable that campaign riots at that time were Instigated

by the Eu Elux Klan.

Republican witnesses used the quiet in

political affaire during the summer of 1871 to their own advantage
on this po?.nt«

They said they were in danger at that time, and

that conditions would be infinitely worse during the next campaign.
Fulfilment of this prophecy could take place only if the Klan was a
political organisation.

If it was actuated by other than political

motives, they were probably mistaken.
Some Democratic witnesses said the Klan activities had
broken up the Union Leagues, but other evidence shows that most of
them had disbanded before the Klan became very active.
probably did break up some which had not yet disbanded.

The Klan
Quite a

number of men had published renunciations of the Republican party.
They said the Klan had forced them to do so.
true,

This was probably

jill of them had been more or less active Republicans, and it

is quite probable that the Klan wanted to eliminate thiir Influence
over the negroes.

At the same time, there is no reason to suopose

that such a largo number would renounce their party publicly unless
they had some motive,

practically the only motive they could have

had would have been the hope of gaining prestige with the Democratic
party, but none of them were of the class or character which the
Democrats accepted as leaders of their party.

Such renunciations

h&d never bean made before the war, so it could not be said that It
was a customary procedure when a person left a party.
Violence had been Indirectly effectSve as far as the
government of South Carolina was concerned.

The Democrats believed

the disturbance was the result of having Incompetent and corrupt
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state officers, and appealed to Governor Scott to replace them
with, better men*

He complied with their request.

He made It a

practice to appoint moderate Democrats to fill vacant offices if
there were no suitable Republicans available.

He even removed

some Republicans and appointed Democrats to the positions thus
made vacant.6*^
The disturbance affected the labor situation more or less,
large numbers of negroes moved to the towns from the farms.

It is

impossible to tell just how much of this movement was because of
the violence, and how much was because of the desire of the negroes
to live In the towns.

Many of the negroes who testified said they

were afraid to live in the country because of the danger from the
Ku Klux Klan.
Democrats said that stealing decreased after the Klan
began its activities.

They did nbtsay whether they referred to

the towns or to the country, but it was probably to the country,
because it was there that the practice had been most prevalent.
Negroes testified that they were afraid to sleep in their houses,
and had been sleeping in the woods at least a part of the time.
This practice seems to have been common wherever the Klan operated,
but different witnesses did not agree on its extent.

Many of the

Democrats testified that the negroes behaved better after the Klan
violence became common.

One Democrat went so far as to say the

activities of the Klan had prevented a race conflict.6 The attitude of the Democrats towards the violence
committed by the Ku Klux Klan underwent a reaction about the time
it was at its height.

They did not seem to pay much attention to
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It at first.

They did not believe a general organization existed.

Some of them thought it was simply groups of boys having a little
fun, and that reports exaggerated the circumstances.

Some

believed that punishment was being inflicted upon the negroes to
improve their behavior.
methods used.

They approved the object, but not the

Others disapproved of the whdte tiling.

They all

believed that the Republicans exaggerated their accounts of
violence.

Some of these witnesses thought that persons who had

been attacked exaggerated their accounts of the attacks because
they were so badly frightened at the time that the punishment had
seemed much more severe than it actually was.

others thought the

Republicans were inventing and exaggerating stories of violence for
the purpose of crating political capital.

Hone of the Democrats

had taken any direct steps to help stop the violence during its
early stages.

Their attitude was that it was the duty of the

state government to protect life and property.

They received no

benefits from the government, which ignored their interests, and
consequently did not feel called upon to offer their assistance in
putting down lawlessness when it did not directly affect than.
They would not have refused to assist an officer, if called upon
to do so, but they were not called upon, and had no incentive to
offer their services.

Some of them said they would have denounced

violence publicly, but felt that it would have been unsafe to do
so, because they did not know whem they would have been talking
about.
However, during the summer of 1871, the Democrats did
take some direct action in South Carolina. Open denunciations of
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violence beoame quite common.

Several public meetings were

called by leading Democrats, and were attended by both parties,
and sometimes by both races*

Almost all of them adopted resolutions

deploring Klan violence, and pledging their assistance to help stop
it.

The following is a resolution signed b y 468 citizens of York

county.

Others were similar.

To the citizens of York County:
"The undersigned citizens of York County, earnestly

desiring to preser%re the public peace, and for the purpose
of guaranteeing to all citizens the protection of life and
liberty, respectfully urge It as a common duty -for every
citizen to discourage all acts of violence.

We do not

desire to dictate to others, but are convinced that a
repetition of violence must disorganize society and result
In a spirit of general insubordination, the consequence of
which may be deplored when too late to be remedied.

As

members of the community whose common interest Is imperil
ed, we pledge our Individual efforts and Influence to

prevent further acts of violence, and rill aid and support
the civil authorities in bringing offenders to justice.

We respectfully solicit a hearty cooperation of our
fellow-citizens throughout the county In our efforts to

preserve the peace and to prevent further acts of violence
and domestic disorder."
(Signed)®®
The South Carolina taxpayer's convention, composed of Democrats
and Republicans, adopted resolutions which charged the state

government with responsibility for the violence, and recommended
an investigation of lawlessness.®®

.An address to the people by

the State Democratic Executive committee contained the following:

1. A request to all whit© people to unite in reprobating
violence,
2. A request to all people to lend their efforts to restore
peace and harmony.

5. A request to the Republican party to discountenance
incendiary language,®*7
The Republican party responded to this addre'ss by issuing a mani
festo to its members which deplored violence,

and requested all
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Republicans to refrain from committing any.

It also stated that

Republicans were to unite with the Democrats to prevent incendiary
speeches, preserve peace, maintain order, and assert the supremacy
of the law,66
The courts of both states were ineffective as a means of
controlling Klan violence*
tions, in any of them.

There were few trials, and no convic

Each party charged the other with being at

fault in tills connection.

The Democrats accused the Republicans of

being lax in the performance of acts, as officers, by which they
might have caught and convicted the Elan members.

The Republicans

charged the Democrats with protecting the Klan from punishment.
They also contended that the Elan members were required, by their
obligation, to perjure themselves to defend a brother who was on
trial.

They believed that ail alibis set up in the defense of

accused men were the result of this provision in the Klan obliga
tion.

They also believed that there were always Klansmen on the

juries who made it impossible to indict or convict another’ member
of the organization.

These charges of the perversion of justice

were not made against the Democratic party, as such, but the
Republican© believed the Democrats were responsible for it.
Justice expressed the popular opinion when he said that nine-tenths
of the Democrat* were members of the Ku Klux Klan.6’' The greatest
difficulty in. convicting marauders was the uncertainty of identifloation.
Large numbers of men accused of being Klansmen were
arrested in North Carolina,

Many were arrested upon the complaints

and affidavits of people who had been attacked.

Others were

38

arrested on suspicion.
ments.

Hone were arrested on grand jury present

The arrests were made by state officers, or United States

marshals, assisted by United States troops.

The practice was to

to out at night, and surround the house in which the man they were
after was supposed to be at that time.

Several of the officers

would then go In and arrest him.
The evidence shows that many of these arrests were made
merely so the officers could got the fees paid for arrests.

One

United States marshal in the town of Spartanburg arrested large
numbers.

They were taken before the United States commissioner,

and most of them were released from custody.

The marshal would

then take them around to a store, buy drinks for them, and tell
them he had made his money out of them.

He stated publicly that

he had been sent down there to make plenty of money and political
capital,•^
The purpose of arrests, in © m e cases, was to implicate
prominent Democrats In the Elan violence.

Prisoners were taken

from jail at twelve o ’clock one night by Judge Logan, and offered
amnesty and pardon if they would implicate David Sehenck.^1

Some

notoriously bad men were arrested, released, and later testified
against men on trial for committing violence.^2

Many of these

arrests were in connection with the Biggerstaff and Justice cases,
and the accused men were taken to Raleigh for trial,
A large number of men in Rutherford county, North
Carolina, went to the officers and confessed that they were members
of the KU Klux Elan,

Different reasons were given for this action.

Some said they had not known the nature of the organization when
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they joined, and had never approved of Its activities.

They said

they had been afraid to say anything until the troops came in to
give them protection, and the Klan had been broken up by arrests*
Others confessed because they were afraid of being arrested, and
thought more lenience would be shown them if they were arrested
and punished.

Democrats accused the officers of offering induce

ments to any person who would confess and implicate Democratic
leaders in the Ku Klux Klan.

One man left the state, supposedly

to elude arrest, but came back and confessed.

A witness testified

that this man's father had said Judge Logan promised him money
and immunity if he would come back and confess to a certain attack
and a general organization.1^5

a

United States marshal was reported

to have said publicly, on several occasions, that Judge Logan had
authorized him to say that anyone who had evidence enough to con
vict David Schenck would not be punished for his own crimes if he
would make that evidence available to Logan . 17^
All those who confessed were poor whites.
were illicit distillers.

Many of them

On© said he had been initiated in a

still-house which was used as the den's meeting-place."75
Republicans.

Many were

On© man said the county chief had refused to recog

nize one den because there were too many Republicans in it.

The

Republicans usually said they had joined to protect themselves, or
to protect their distilling business.''5
were of the same class.

The leaders of the dens

All those who confessed had joined the

Ku Klux Klan during the first few months of 1871, and none had
been members before the first of that year.
These confessions confirmed Durham's statement that a
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reorganization had been attempted during the spring term of the
county court,

DePrieet, who was chief of a den, testified during

the Biggerstaff trial that they had orders from Shotwell not to
commit any violence because it was outside the purpose of the
order.

He also said that Shotwell had asked him to help stop the

violence the Klan was committing,"7^
firms this.

Shotwell*8 account also con

He said that several prominent men came to him during

the court sessions and requested him to act as county leader.

They

wanted him to take the position and use his influence to stop the
violence which was becoming so common.
finally consented to take the position.
formally sworn into the Eu Elux Klan,

He objected at first, but
He said that he was never
As chief of the county

organization, he told all the members with whom he came into con
tact that there was to be no violence, and he also denounced Klan
violence publicly.

He stated that he never ordered any member to

commit violence, and that he had tried to prevent the Justice
raid.

He also said that the members of the organization were very

much dissatisfied because he never ordered any violence, and that
all that which was committed was without his knowledge or consent."7®
Practically all the men who confessed said that the Ku
Klux Klan was a political organization,

one of its political

activities was to initiate everyone who would join.

The object of

this was to increase the strength of the Democratic party bypledging as many ss possible to it through the Klan.

The obligation

they had taken included a statement that the organization was
opposed to the principles of the Radical party.

Some of the obli

gations included the statement that the organization was to support
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the constitution, "as it was handed dorm by our fore f a t h e r s * 8
This, of course, meant that the ]£lan did not recognize the
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments as parts of the
constitution*

The obligation included a promise to give Implicit

obedience to the commands of the loader.

It also contained a

provision that anyone who disclosed the secrets of the order was
to suffer the penalty of death,®8

These are the provisions to

which the Republicans pointed as the foundation of the violence.
They contended that a member was compelled to do whatever the chief
ordered.

Several members testified that they had been ordered to

go on raids, but had not done so.

They had not been punished in

any way.
These members testified that each den acted upon the
recommendatlon of a committee.

This committee named persons who

were to be punished, and the chief asked for volunteers, or ordered
members to go on the raid.

The committee met secretly, and did not

disclose its reasons when it designated people it had decided
needed punishment*

The peculiarity of all this testimony Is that

these men always said the organization was for political purposes,
but they never knew the reason for which attacks wore made upon
negroes.

None said that such attacks were made because the victim

had voted the Republican ticket, because he was an officer or a
Republican leader, or because he was a Republican.

On© witness

said he understood the Ku Klux Klan was connected in some way with
illicit distilling, because the two always seemed to work togeth er?1
Many of those who confessed attempted to implicate
prominent Democrats in the Ku Klux Klan,

They said they understood
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certain men to be members or leaders.

However, none of them were

able to offer proof of their statements, and the men they named
denied any connection ^vith the Ku Klux Klan after 1868.

The men

so accused testified that they had left the organization in 1868,
and that all their efforts since then had been to stop the violence
which developed after that time.
The membership and nature of the organization in South
Carolina Is not so clearly described.

No one confessed there.

The organization acted in the same way, and the character of the
population in the area In which It existed was practically the
same.

Men convicted in the trials by the Federal court were all

poor whites.

The obligations offered as evidence there had the

same general characteristics as those offered in North Carolina.
These things indicate that the organization and members in South
Carolina were of the same nature as they were in North Carolina.

Federal Court Cases

Men accused of the attacks on Biggerstaff and Justice
were tried in the United States district court at Raleigh, North
Carolina.

Only the evidence was included in the investigating

committee’s report, but there were points worth noticing.

Judge

Bond presided, and he also presided at the later trials in South
Carolina.

The fact that the trials were held at Raleigh was an

inconvenience and hardship to the defendants.

They were poor men,

and could 111-afford the expense of taking witnesses that distance.
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No Indication Is given as to who defended them.

Several of the

accused men turned state’s evidence, and were not punished fb r
their parts in the raids.
was about the seme.

The number found guilty and not guilty

Alibis were the only defenses used.

The

evidence creates doubt as to the correctness of the verdict of
”guilty" in the case of some of the defendants.

The evidence con

cerning Shotwell's part in the Justice raid is an outstanding
example of this.

Others were undoubtedly guilty.

All three cases

were tried under the "Ku Klux Act” of April 20, 1871.

One of the

cases being tried had occurred before the passage of that act,
which made the punishment of the participants in that raid ex post
facto.

There Is no record of an appeal of the case.®2
The complete court reports of the South Carolina trials

were included in the committee’s report.

These trials were before

the United States circuit court at Columbia, with Judge Bond pre
siding, and Judge Bryan sitting as associate judge,

Henry

Stanbery and Reverdy Johnson acted as counsel for the defendants.
They acted voluntarily, with the Intention of taking a case before
the Supreme court for a verdict on the constitutionality of the
Enforcement Act of May 31, 1870, end the Ku Klux Act of 1871.®s
The first act of the defense was to challenge the whole
jury panel on the ground that It had been selected from the eastern
district of the state, while the prisoners were from the western
district.

The prosecution argued that the division of the state

was for the district court, and did not hold for the circuit court.
The court decided for the prosecution,®4
up of 15 negroes and 6 white men.

The grand jury was made

There were only 5 who were not
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able to write their names.

Both the grand end petit jurors were

required to take the following oath*
"We, the undersigned, do solemnly swear that we have
never, directly or indirectly, counseled, advised, or
voluntarily aided any such combination or conspiracy as
that set foith and described in an act of Congress entitled
"An act to enforce the previsions of the fourteenth amend
ment to the Constitution of the United States, and for
other purposes,* approved April 20, 1871*"85
The next move of the defense was a motion to quash the
indictment.

This indictment contained eleven charges.

The first

count charged the defendants with having conspired to violate the
first section of the act of 1870 by .cindering the right of negroes
to vote in future e l e c t i o n s . T h e second count charged them with
having combined, or conspired, "with intent to injure, oppress,
threaten, and intimidate Amzl Rainey, a citizen of the United
States, with intent to prevent and hinder his free exercise and
enjoyment of the right and privilege guaranteed and secured to him
by the Constitution of the United States, to wit, the right to
vote,"8*7

The third count was the same as the second, with the

added charge of burglarious entry with intent to do him bodily in
jury,^*8

The fourth count was that the defendants, "unlawfully did

attempt to control Amzi Rainey in exercising the right of suffrage,
to whoa the right of suffrage is guaranteed by the fifteenth amend
ment to the Constitution of the United States."89

The fifth count

was the same as the fourth, with the charge of burglarious entr,
added.90

The sixth count was much the same as the fourth, except

that it charged the defendants with liavlng conspired against Amzi
Rainey, "because of his free exercise of a right and privilege
granted and secured to him by the Constitution of the united States,
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to wit, the right of suffrage".91

The seventh count was the same

as the sixth, with the burglary count added.92
brought In a new point.

The eighth cotint

It was the same as the second charge, to

the expression, "to wit", then continued, "the right to be secure
in his person, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable
searches and s e i z u r e s . T h e ninth count charged, the defendant
with, "unlawfully conspiring to deprive Amzi E&iney of the equal
protection of the law".®^

The tenth count was the same as the

ninth, except that the purpose of the conspiracy was to deprive him
of, "equal privileges and immunities under the lav/".®^

The last

count charged the defendant with having conspired against Rainey
because he had voted for Wallace, "a lawfully qualified person, as
a member of the Congress of the United States".®6
The arguments of the defense against tne first count were
based on five points.

They argued that no penalty was provided

by the first section of the act named, which was the basis of the
case.

Therefore, there was no object in trying men for the viola

tion of that section.

They argued that it was necessary for the

indictment to state the name of the person whose vote was prevented
which the charge did not do.

The election at which that vote was

prevented was not named, therefore, there was no means of knowing
whether it was a present or a future election.

The right to vote

could not be affected except at an election, and then it could
only be hindered, not taken away.
Amsi Rainey was qualified to vote.
count was not good for two reasons.

The charge did not show that
They argueu that tne second
Citizenship was the only

qualification named, and that alone did not give the right to vote.
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The means of intimidation was not net forth*

The third, fifth,

and seventh cotints had one point in common, the charge of burglar
ious entry*

The defense argued that the court had no jurisdiction

ovor t i l l s offense.

They also used the previous arguemnt as to

Rainey*s qualification to vote, showing that the third count did
not s t a t e those qualifications*

On the fourth count, they argued

that the fifteenth amendment, in itself, did not give the right to
vote.

They attacked the sixth count because there was no speci

fication of when, where, hor, etc., of preventing Amzi Rainey from
voting.

The objection to the seventh count was the same as that to

the sixth.

On the eighth count, they argued that there was no

Federal law, as stated, against searches and seizures.

They argued

that it; was impossible to deprive a person of the equal protection
of the law, which was the only charge of the ninth count.
objectlo

3

The

to the tenth count were the same as those to the eighth

and ninth counts.

On the eleventh count, no facts were presented

to aiiow that Y a lla c o was qualified for membership in Congress.97
The prosecution attempted to meet the arguments of the
defense on the first count.

They said that the division of the act

into sections did not destroy its entity? section seven provided
a punishment for the violation of section one.

It was unnecesssry

to name the persons to be injured in an Indictment for eonpiracy.
Where a conspiracy was to do an unlawful act it was not necessary
to state the means by which the act was to be done.

The defense

here interrupted to soy that evidence of intention required a state
ment of the means, threats, or intimidation to be used.

The prose

cution continued by saying that it was unnecessary to state the
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p a r t i c u l a r e l e c t i o n against which, t h e c o n s p i r a c y was directed;

simple fact of conspiracy was enough under the law.

the

Conspiracy

was a statutory offense, therefore, the indictment might charge In
terns of the statute, and qualifications to vote need not be set
forth,

This argument was used for all counts which the defense

claimed were not gooa because they did not specify Rainey’s
qualifications to vote.
On

This included all but the eighth count.

the second count, they also argued that the right to vote was

substantially set forth.
for burglary.

They argued tie t the court was not trying

Section seven of the act under which the indictment

was drawn provided that in case any crime was committed in the
process of violation of the act, the same punishment could be given
as that whicn the state law provided for the crime.

Therefore,

Including the burglary charge was merely another means of deter
mining the punishment for violation of the act.

This argument

applied to the third, fifth, aria seventh counts,®®
The court over-ruled tire motion to quash on the first and
eleventh counts,
secution.

It

The decision confirmed the arguments of the pro

also added that a continuation of intimidation was

possible, and that the act of 1870 would be ineffective if xriolation of it v/as to be limited to election day.

The coxirt said the

act declared the right to vote at all elections, so it was not
necessary to 3tate the date of the election to which the intimida
tion applied.

The eleventh count was good because Congress had the

right to protect voters.

The court also said the last charge was

stated plainly enough.
The second, fourth, sixth, eighth, ninth, and
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t e n t h co u n t s of the Indictment were d e c l a r e d bad.

The d e c i s i o n of

the court o n the seconu count c o n f i r m e d the a r g uments of the de
fense.

T h e f o u r t h an d sixth counts d i d not

cations of

set f o r t h the q u a l i f i 

JMhzi R a i n e y w h i c h e n t itled h i m to vote.

The ri g h t s

n a m e d in tne eighth count di d not come tinder the w o r d i n g of the
statute;

they h a a e x i s t e d oeforo the c o n s t i t u t i o n was d r a w n up.

T h e n i n t h and t e n t h counts wer e so I n d e f i n i t e that the de f e n d a n t
c o u l d n o t k n o w what h e was c h a r g e d w i t h . * ^ ^
T h e court was d i v i d e d on the three counts w h i c h c o n t a i n e d
the charge of b u r g l a r i o u s e n t r y . T h e

pro c e d u r e in such a case

was for the court to certify the counts o n w h i c h it was d i v i d e d
and send t h e m up to the Supreme Court f o r a decision.

This,

course,

However,

was exactly what S t a n b e r y an a J o h n s o n wanted.

p r o s e c u t i n g attorney m o v e d to n o l l e p r o s e q u i t hose counts,
s u s t a i n e d by Judge Bond.

prevailed.This

and was

but w a s over-ruled.

a n d h e l d that h i s c p i n i o n on p r o c e d u r e

r u l i n g b y Judge B o n d p r e v e n t e d the c e r t i f i c a 

t i o n of the counts to the S u p r e m e Court,
the attempt to get

the

J u d g e B r y a n d i s a g r e e d w i t h B o n d on the

right of the court to sustain such a motion,
Bon d was p r e s i d i n g judge,

of

and c o n s e q u e n t l y b l o c k e d

a d e c i s i o n o n the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y of t h e laws

u n d e r w h i c h the indictment was drawn.
F o u r of the a c c u s e d m e n p l e a d e d g u i l t y o n the f i r s t and
e l e venth counts of the indictment.

The object of their counsel in

h a v i n g t h e m do thi3 appears to h a v e b e e n to b r i n g up consid e r a t i o n
of the m e a s u r e of p u n i s h m e n t to be used.

The y e v i dently p l a n n e d

on this p o i n t g i v i n g t h e m an o p p o r t u n i t y to tak e a case b e f o r e the
Supreme Court.

T h e i m m e d i a t e result was argument on the a p p l i c a t i o n

99

of the punishment provided for by the laws of 1870 and 1871.

The

defense first quoted the title of the act of 1870: "An act to
enforce the rights of citizens of the United States to vote in the
several states of this Union, and for other purposes."I-3

They

argued that this title made the first section of the act relate
entirely to suffrage.

They then went on to show that the fourth

section of the act provided the punishment for violation of the
first section of the act.

It provided for protection of the right

to vote fro™ individual Interference.

It did. not use the word,

"consoire", but it did use the words, "combine and confederate with
others”, which created a situation which could be nothing but a
conspiracy.

The fourth section of the act made violation a misde

meanor, and provided for civil recovery*

They argued that the

sixth section of the act had nothing to do with the crime ch rged
against the defendants.

It said nothing about voting or the

suffrage, tout gave the general rights of ”immunities and privileges*•
Therefore, it must come under the portion of the title stating that
the act was "for other purposes".

They also argued that this was

the reasonable internretatlon of the aet, and that the law required
that where sections of an ret wore repugnant, the most reasonable
interoretation should be used.

They also argued that punishment

under the act of 1871, which the wording of the eleventh count
implied,
the set

would be ex post facto.

The conspiracy was formed before

went into effect, and the act aaid, "shall conspire", not,

"shall have conspired".104
The prosecution
section

argued that punishment must be under

six of the act of 1370,

They contended that the fourth

100

section provided punishment only for offenses committed "by individ
uals, and that nothing "before section six was aimed at a conspiracy*
They argued that the prisoners had already pleaded guilty to the
eleventh count, and the defense was estopped from denying what
thl3 count ought to punish them for.

The defense denied that such

a thing as estoppel existed in a situation of this kind.105
Judge Bond stated that the court would not give a decision
on tills point until it could give a decision on the indictment.
Tbs re was no further reference to the point.

The sentences given

those who had confessed to the charges of the two counts of the
indictment were evidently based on either the sixth section of
the act of 1870, or on the act of 1871,

ill were heavier than

that provided for in the fourth section of the act of 1870,106
The counsel for the defense had, so far, failed to get a
case before the Supreme Court,
next case that come up.

They used the same tactics in the

The indictment in this case was based on

the good counts of the first indictment.

The count in this indict

ment which the defense attacked charged the defendant with having
conspired, ’’with intent to oppress, threaten, and intimidate in
order to prevent his free exercise , . (of) , , the right to keep
and bear arms, contrary to the act of Congress"

, 10,7

The main

argument of the defense on this count was that the right to bear
arms was not secured by the constitution, but was a common law
right, and in the nature of a bill of rights which was a restriction
upon Congress against interfering with that right,3*08

The prose

cution argued that it was a right distinctive with the United
States, and given by the constitution.109

The defense got no
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better results than they had from their motion to quash the first
indictment.

They insisted that the court divide on the question,

and certify it to the Supreme Court, but Judge Bond again allowed
the prosecution to nolle prosequi the count.HO

The other charges

made in the indictment are necessary to the following discussion of
the case.

The first count charged the defendant with having con

spired to violate the first section of the act of 1870, by hin
dering negroes in the exercise of their right to vote at the elec
tion to be held in 1872.

The second cotint charged the defendant

with having conspired to injure Jim Williams because he had voted
in 1870.111
A trial jury was then chosen.

The defense was allowed

10 peremptory challenges, and the prosecution 2.

During the

examination of jurors, the prosecution had several stand aside,
but did not challenge them.

The defense claimed tnat the prosecu

tion had no right to do this, but their claim was over-ruled by
the court on the ground that it was a common law right. H 2
defense challenged a few negroes and one white maxi.

The

All those

they challenged had lived in districts afflicted with Klan violence.
The prosecution stood aside five white men for no apparent reason
other than the fact that they were white.

They also stood aside

two negroes, one of whom was apparently quite intelligent.

The

jury sworn in was composed of 11 negroes and 1 white man. H O
Mitchell, the defendant, admitted being on the raid in
which Williams was killed, but pleaded not guilty to the charges
made in the indictment.

Several negroes had been visited that

night, and their gun3 taken away from them.

The visit to Williams
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was the last of the series.
the others,

About 10 of t h e c o m o a n y went ahead of

t o o k W i l liams out,

an d k i l l e d him.

There wa s no

e v i d e n c e to s h o w that the other m e m b e r s of the b a n d u n d e r s t o o d
that

any m o r e drastic a c t i o n was to b e t a k e n w i t h W i l l i a m s t han

h a d alre a d y b e e n u s e d against the o thers v i s i t e d that night.
The n a t u r e of t h e c o n s p i r a c y was t h e important feat u r e of
the case.
Ku

The p r o s e c u t i o n first I n t r o d u c e d t h e c o n s t i t u t i o n of the

Klux K l a n as evidence of the p u r p o s e o f the organization.

They

p o i n t e d to the p art of the o b l i g a t i o n b y w h i c h the m e m b e r s b o u n d
t h e m s e l v e s to,
party",

"oppose and reject the p r i n c i p l e s of the radical

T h e y t h e n poirt ed out the p r o v i s i o n s of the c o n s t i t u t i o n

w h i c h p r o v i d e d that eac h m e m b e r wa s to equip h i m s e l f w i t h a pistol,
a gown,

and a signal instrument.

T h e next p r o v i s i o n t h e y p o i n t e d

out was that no p e r s o n of color was to be a member.

Anot h e r part

of the o b l i g a t i o n they s t r essed was\the p r o v i s i o n that any m e m b e r
d i s c l o s i n g the
death.

secrets of the o r d e r was to sxiffer the p e n a l t y of

T h e y I n t e r p r e t e d t hese p r o v i s i o n s as m e a n i n g that the K u

h l u x K l a n i n t e n d e d to defeat the R e p u b l i c a n p a r t y b y the u s e of
force,

w h i c h was to b e
The next

e x e r c i s e d secretly. H - 4

step of the p r o s e c u t i o n was to I n t r o d u c e e v i d e n c e

to show that the actions of the K l a n v e r i f i e d the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n
the y h a d p l a c e d on the c o n s t i t u t i o n an d obligation.
out that their w i t n e s s e s
as e a r l y as 1868,

said the p u r p o s e was to control elections

and still was.

and kill p r o m i n e n t radicals,
negroes.

They pointed

T h e m o d e of o p e r a t i o n was to whip

and ter r o r i z e a n d i n t i m i d a t e the

T h e i r wit n e s s e s t e s t i f i e d that d u r i n g this r a i d negr o e s

w h o s e guns w e r e t aken w e r e a d m o n i s h e d not to vot e the R e p u b l i c a n
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ticket again*

Their argument, therefore, was that the Ku Klux Klan

was a conspiracy to terrorize, whip, and kill negro radicals for
the purpose of controlling elections*

This was in violation of

section one of the act of 1870.
The defense denied that the object of the Klan was
political.

They pointed out that; the witnesses for the prosecution

had all said they had joined it for protection from armed negroes,
burnings, and threats which fiiieu the air.

They showed that no

evidence had been introduced to show that Williams had been
attacked because he had voted in 1870.

They said that self-defense

was the first law of nature, and that an organization for that
purpose was not a crime.

They argued that an organization to put

down a party was not an offense.

They pointed to the Union Leagues

as being of the same nature, and having the same purpose,

further

more, they said, the conditions under which the people were forced
to live because of the organization and arming of the state negro
militia, and other abuses by the government, would naturally lead
to some combination to put down the party in power,

This was in

rebuttal to the prosecution’s use of the point in the obligation
by which members of the Klan agreed to oppose the principles of
the radical party.
The defense also attacked the witnesses for the prosecu
tion.

They pointed out that these men had said they understood

the purpose of the Ku Klux Klan to be political, but not that it
was to be accomplished by violence.

They again used, the point

that all of them had said they joined it for protection.

Gunn was

the only witness who had said he understood the political object
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of the Elan, was to be accomplished by violence.

The defense

charged him with having received money to appear and swear to that
point.

They did not establish definite proof to that effect, but

they built up a very strong circumstantial case.116
The prosecution, in their rebuttal, first supported
their previous arguments.

They went further into the argument on

the purpose of the Elan as indicated by the obligation to which its
members subscribed.

They argued that oppostion to the "principles

of the radical party" meant opposition to the recent amendments to
the constitution, and, consequently, was directed at the negroes.
To support this argument, they pointed out the part of the obliga
tion In which the member agreed to support the constitution of the
forefathers.
After making these points, they attempted to answer the
points made by the defense.

They first pointed out that the

defense had not met their arguments.

The defense had not denied

that the constitution presented was the basis of the organization,
and they did not deny that it had been correctly Interpreted,

They

said their witnesses had gone into the Elan for protection, but
had found that it had an entirely different purpose.

They said

that the defense had presented no evidence to show that the Elan
was organized as a result of fear of the negroes.

On the other

hand, they said, the constitution showed that this was not so.
Furthermore, the Elan had been organized in 1868, and the things
of which the defense claimed the people were so much afraid had
not developed until 1870.
organized,

This was the year the militia had been

and during which the burnings had become common.

The
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whites had trusted the negroes during the war, and their trust had
not "been misplaced.

The conduct of the militia was not bad enough

to justify such fear.

They argued, from these points, that the

fear the defense professed for the people was a mere pretense*
They also attempted to justify the payment of money to Gunn on the
ground that it was only for his services in apprehending violators
of the law.

Their arguments on this point do not meet the circum

stantial evidence set up by the defense.
The jury, after 38 minutes deliberation, brought in a
verdict of, "guilty of the general conspiracy".U S

This verdict

was irregular because it made no reference to the charges of the
indictment.

Stanbery wanted the verdict recorded as rendered, but

the court refused to allow it.

Had the court allowed the recording

of this verdict, the case could have been taken to the Supreme
Court on a writ of error.

The jury was sent out the second time,

and returned a verdict of, "guilty of the second count, not guilty
of the f i r s t . T h e

jury evidently believed that the evidence

showed that the defendant had conspired to Intimidate Williams
because he had voted in 1870, but not to keep him from voting in
1872.

However, the first verdict indicated that they believed him

guilty of conspiring to do something, but could not say, or did not
wish to say, that it was because he had voted in 1870, or to keep
him from voting in 1872.

If

this was actually the situation, the

final verdict wa.3 very clearly a miscarriage of justice for which
the jury was directly responsible.
S t a n b e r y ’s next
ment.

a c t i o n was a m o t i o n i n arrest

H i s first point was that the indictment

of j udge

d i d not I n d i c a t e
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that the defendant had conspired against Williams because of his
race, color, or previous condition of servitude.

He argued that

this was necessary because the first section of the act of 1870
provided that all persons should be allowed to vote without dis
tinction because of those factors.

He also made the point that

the indictment followed the language of the act of 1871, which was
unconstitutional for two reasons: it did not proceed on the ground
of protecting the right of negroes to vote, and it was a usurpation
of a state function by the Federal courts.

The motion was over

ruled. 120
The case of John S. Millar presented a different feature.
The indictment merely charged him with unlawfully conspiring to
violate the first section of the act of 1870 by hindering the
right of negroes to vote at the election of 1872,

The difference

from the preceding case, and others tried, lies in the fact that he
was not accused of going on any raids or attacking any particular
person.

The evidence showed that he had attended Klan meetings

with his cousin, but did not show that he had ever been sworn to
membership In the Klan,

He was a Republican, and had previously

been attacked by the Ku Klux Klan,
The main point made by the counsel for the defendant was
that his Intention in being present at the meetings was the essence
of the case.

They said the evidence sho-wed that his Intention v/as

to protect himself and his negro employees.

They argued that the

mere fact of his being at a meeting, which was all the evidence
the prosecution had, proved nothing at all In regard to his inten
tion,

They stressed the fact that he was a Republican, and argued
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that it was inconceivable that a Republican should join an organiza
tion to keep members of hi3 own party from voting,

They also

showed that ha had a reputation for kindness to negroes, and that
he had kept the guns of those who worked for him so the Klan would
not get them.

They pointed to the fact that no evidence had been

Introduced to show that he had a gown, pistol, or signal Instrument,
which he would have had if he had been a member*

The idea they

intended to convey by this line of argument was that Millar was
not a member' of the Ku Klux Klan, oven though he had been present
at a meeting, and had never participated in a raid.

Therefore, h©

could not be hold responsible for any acts of the organization.^2^
The prosecution argued that he had attended a meeting
and acted like the rest of them, so he was guilty of the conspiracy
which was the purpose of the organization.

They argued that he must

have been a member of the Klan because no one was admitted to
meetings unless he was a member, and no witnesses had been produced
to show that he was an honorary member.

They said that if he was

not a member it was for him to prove It.

Furthermore, they said,

he would have been killed if he had known their secrets without
being a member.

They argued that when a man is with a criminal

group he is one of them, and equally guilty with the rest for any
violation of the law. -*-22
The jury, composed of 11 negroes and 1 white man, brought
in a verdict of, "guilty".123

^

important point is indicated by

the nature of the argument and the verdict in this case.

Neither

side had brought in the arguments for or against the point that the
Ku Klux Klan, in itself, was a conspiracy to keep negroes from
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voting at the next election.

This Indicates that everyone con

cerned considered the question settled lxr the affirmative by the
previous cases.

The case definitely established a precedent for

the conviction of members of the Ku Klux Xian under the act of
1870, oven though they were charged with no direct action to
promote its supposedly political purpose*
A large number who were being held for trial confessed to
membership in the Ku .Klux Klan after this trial.

host of them said

they had joined to escape punlshment, or had been forced to join.
All but four of those who gave their ages were between the ages of
18 and 25, and one of the four exceptions was 27 years of age.
large majority were illiterate.
could not write.

A

A few could read a little, but

Only two of those questioned on the point were

able both to read and write.

some were densely ignorant, not even

being able to understand simple questions asked them.

Very few of

them said anything about the purpose of the Ku Klux Klan.

Those

who did, said it was for self-protection, or to correct misconduct
of the negroes.

None of them said it was political.

Sentences

ranged from 60 days imprisonment to $1000 fine and 5 years
Imprisonment.

Quite a large number were sentenced to 3 or 6 months

imprisonment, with no fine, and a. few to 1 year of imprisonment.
In a few cases of this short imprisonment, a fine of .^10 or $20
was added to the sentence.

Several were sentenced to 13 months

imprisonment and a fine of $100.-1-24

CHAPTER III

VIOLSKOE IK GEORGIA, ALABAMA, AND MISSISSIPPI

Tile Klan violence In Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi
was confined to well-defined areas.

These areas were larger in

each of the three states than In either North or South Carolina.
T ie most extensive area in Georgia Included Gwinnett, Jackson,
Walton, Clarke, Oglethorpe, Morgan, Greene, Warren, Hancock,
Jasper, Wilkinson, and Washington counties.

Wilkes, Jefferson,

and Taliaferro counties were also named as included In this area,
although no cases were reported from any of them.

It is probable

that some violence did occur in these three counties, because they
are either adjacent to, or partially surrounded by, the others
named.

This whole area Is in the interior of the state, but there

Is only one tier of counties between them and the eastern boundary.
They extend about half-way across the state to the west, and about
half the length of the state to the south.

There are several

counties between them and the northern boundary of the state.
Another area in which violence was common was composed of a tier of
four counties on the western boundary of the state, at the northwest
corner.

These were Chattooga, Floyd, Polk, and Haralson counties.

No cases were reported from Polk county, but It Is between Floyd
and Haralson counties, so there were probably some outrages there.
Witnesses reported some cases from a few scattered counties: White,
Cherokee, Douglas, Coweta, and Troup.

Some of the Republican
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witnesses also named several counties on the western boundary,
toward the southern part of the state, in which they said violence
was prevalent, but the> did not give any cases which had occurred
there.
and

These were Macon, Chattahoochee, Webster, Sumter, Randolph,

llcox counties.
The northwestern group of counties is in the mountains.

Negroes constituted about half the population in Ployd and rolk
counties, one-fourth the population in Chattooga county, and onetenth the population in haralson county.
area is In the mountains.

A part of the eastern

This includes the counties in which

the greatest number of Kian outrages were reported: Gwinnett,
Jackson, Walton, and Clarke,

The negro and white populations were

about equal in Clarke county, but the whites were in the majority
in the other three.

The other counties of this area had an average

elevation of 500 feet, which is about the same as the South Carolina
area in which violence was common.

The races were in about the

same numerical proportion as they wore in the South Carolina area.
There were about equal numbers of whites and negroes in some of
these counties, about twice as many negroes as whites in others,
and other proportions between these two extremes in the rest of
them.

No cases were reported from tlx© southeastern part of the

state, where the negroes were very largely In the majority.^
These points indicate the same situation as that which existed In
North and South Carolina.

Small farms, and a poor white population

in the mountainous parts of the state, in which Klan outrages were
most co mon.

The number of outrages decreased as the distance from

tne mountains and the strength of the negro population Increased.
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There were three distinct areas in Alabama in which out
rages were common.

One was in the northeastern corner of the

stato, and included approximately one-sixth of the entire area of
the state.

It included Limestone, Madison, Jackson, Morgan,

Marshall, Elount, St. Clair, Calhoun, and Cherokee counties.
Etowah and De Kalb counties are entirely surrounded by the others
named, so it is reasonable to suppose there was some violence
there, although no cases were reported from either of them,
Madison county was by far the worst of the group.
border Tenneaaet and Georgia.

These counties

The eastern portion of this area is

adjacent to the northwestern counties of Georgia in which violence
was common.

Cases were reported from & group of six counties

farther south along the eastern boundary of the atate.

They were

Coosa, Tallapoosa, Chambers, Elmore, Macon, and Russell counties.
Part of this area is adjacent to the area in western Georgia in
which the Republicans claimed there was much violence.

Outrages

were common in quite a large area along the western boundary of the
state.

This Included Fayette, Tuscaloosa, Pickens, Greene, Sumter,

Halo, Perry, Marengo, and Choctaw counties.

Greene and Sumter

counties, in which there was the greatest amount of violence, are
the central counties of this area,3
The northwestern area is quite mountainous.

There were

moro negroes than white people in Blount county, the whites were in
the majority in other ooujities, and the two races were about equal
in number in the rest of tlie counties of this area.

In the lower

eastern area, Coosa and Tallapoosa counties had the largest
majorities of white people, Chambers and Elmore counties had abouuan
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equal number of whites and negroes, and tne negroes were in the
majority in Macon and Russell counties.

A greater number of out

rages were reported from Coosa and Tallapoosa counties than from
any of the others of this area*
running through them.

There is a ridge of mountsins

The white population of these two areas was

about the same as that of South Carolina, but the western area
presents a different aspect*

Greene, Marengo, and Sumter countie s

are lowland, and had sbout three times as many negroes as whites.
There are a few mountain ridges in the surrounding counties, and
the negro majorities decreased as the distance from those three
counties increased.

The number of outrages also decreased as the

distance from the central counties increased.

This was exactly the

rev rse of the situation in the other areas in which Klan violence
was common.

There were, however, poor whites living in this area.^

There was only one area of Mississippi In which Klan
outrages were common.

The greatest number of cases occurred in

Monroe, Lowndes, Noxubee, and Winston counties.

Lowndes and

Noxubee counties are just across the state line from Pickens county*
Alabama, and Kemper county, in which there was some violence, is
opposite Sumter county, Alabama^

Monroe county, from which the

greatest number of outrages was reported is across the state line
from Lamar county, Alabama, where there was no violence.

Other

counties in which the Klan committed violence were Winston,
Cliicasaw, and Oktibbeha, the next counties west of Noxubee, Monroe,
and Lowndes counties, respectively.

Some of the Republican wit

nesses said there was a large amount of violence in Marshall,
Tippah, Alcorn, Tishomingo, Prentiss, Uion, Lee, and Itav7amba
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counties, but the only cases reported from any of them were a very
few from Marshall, Tippah, arui Tishomingo counties.
The population of this area was the same as tint in the
western area of Alabama#

The greatest amount of violence occurred

in counties having the greatest proportion of negroes.

Monroe,

Lowndes, and Noxubee counties all had large negro majorities, and
Chleasaw county had a small negro majority#
one-third more whites than negroes.6

Winston county had

There were poor whites in

this area.
A few outrages were committed in tho eastern area of
Geo a -ia in lu63 arid 1369.

Most of them were in 1369.

These cases

occurred in Warren, Greene, Oglethorpe, and Hancock counties, all
of which had negro majorities.
was in September 1869.

The last of these first outrages

There was one caso in Hancock county in

June, 1870, and the next one after that was in 3e tember.

Thus

there was a period of a year during which only one caso of violence
was reported.

There were a few cases during the latte* part of

1870, but most of them occurred during the summer of 1371, from
March until October.r'
Xian outrages first appeared in Alabama In 1868, in the
northeastern area.

Practically all the cases reported from

Madison county occurred in 1068 and 186S, with a few during 1870,
and only 2 in 1871,

All the cases reported from Jackson and Lime

stone counties, on each 3lde of Madison, occurred in 1869 and 1870.
There was very little violence in this area in 1871.

Most of the

outrages which occurred during that year were in Blount county,
farther south.

The first Klan violence in the lower eastern area
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occurred In 1870.

It continued there until October, 1871.

The

first outrages in the western area occurred in Sumter county in the
fall of 1869.

There were no outrages in the counties surrounding

Sumter county until 1870, and none in Fayette county, which is in
the same area, but farther away from Sumter county, until 1871.
Violence continued in this area until October, 1871.®
There were only two cases of Klan violence in Mississippi
before 1870: one in ,,'inaton county, and one in Kemper county.

All

the otitrages which occurred there in 1870 were in Noxubee, Monroe,
and Lowndes counties.

Most of the outrages were during March and

April, with a very few as late as October, 1870.
period of quiet until February, 1871.

There was then a

Violence then reappeared in

Noxubee and Monroe counties, but no outrages were reported from
the other counties of this area until March, 1871.

The Klan was

active from then until the fall of 1871.9
Victim.3 of the Ku Klux Klan were of the same classes as
those in North and South Carolina.

There were two differences.

A

1 rger percentage of the outrages reported were attacks on negroes,
and fewer state officers were attacked.

As in the other two states,

a large numb r of white Republicans, and some Democrats, were
attacked.
negroes.

A majority of the victims of the Klan in Alabama were
None of the negroes attacked were officers, and not

many were accused of being active Republicans.
Republicans were attacked in Alabama.

A large number of

Several were officers, and

some others had been active in politics.

Their general character

was the same as that of the Republicans attacked in the Carollnas.
Only two Democrats were attacked in Alabama.

The Georgia and
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Mississippi victims of the Klari were of the same classes as those
in the other states.
states,

a

Very few officers were attacked in these two

larger percentage of the victims in Mississippi were

white people.

This can be accounted for by the fact that many

white school teachers were visited by the Elan,

Some of the

teachers who were visited, were Democrats, but most of them v/ere
Republicans.

This was natural, because most of the teachers were

Re ubllcans.

Only one other Democrat was attacked in Mississippi.1®

The reasons for which the Klan committed violence in
these three states can be divided Into the same general groups as
they -•ere for the Carolines: political, crime and misconduct of
the victims, and the interests of the Klan members themselves.
There were far fewer political cases than there were In South
Carolina.

In Georgia, one member of the legislature was killed.

The evidence does not show whether he was killed because of his
political position, or for some other reason.11

Two negroes,

Golby find Lowther, said they were attacked because they were Repub
lican leaders.

The statement may have been true in Colby»s case,

but was probably not in Lowther'a.

Lowther was charged by the

people with immoral conduct, and the nature of the punishment
inflicted upon him by the Klan indicates that that was the reason
for the attack.1'" Drennon, a white man, was asked why he bad
cooked a barbecue for a negro picnic.13
was cursed for being a radical.1^

Wood, another white man,

Some other cases were mentioned

as political, but the number was not large, and these were the only
ones on which definite information was given.
There were more attacks for political reasons In Alabama
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than In Georgia or Mississippi, but not as many as in South
Carolina.

The cases were very much like those of South Carolina*

Witnesses said that Blackford, a probate judge, had been attacked
because he held that position*

The evidence Indicated that the

attack was not because he held the office, but because he was very
obnoxious to the community on account of his political and personal
conduct.3-5

Houston, a member of the legislature, was shot in

Slanter county in 1869.

There is very little evidence concerning

this case, but no other reason for the attack was suggested by
any of the witnesses.'*-8

Sheets w&s visited and told to quit

making inflammatory speeches, but no violence was offered him.^’7
Quite a large number of negroes testified that they had boon
instructed how to vote in the future.

Sheeley, in Tallapoosa

county, was attacked because he had voted the Republican ticket.*-8
Starkey, in St. Clair county, was made to promise to vote the
Democratic ticket t h e r e a f t e r . W i l l i a m s , in Coosa county, was
asked how he had voted at the last e l e c t i o n * L o w ,

in Pickens

county, was told that he was being punished because he had voted
the Democratic ticket, and was told not to vote at all there
after. 2*- Some other reason was also given in a fev/ cases, but this
was not as common as it had been in South Carolina.
There were fewer political cases in Mississippi than in
any of the other states.

In a few cases In which the Klan had

given no reason for its action, the witnesses tried to make it
appear that the attacks were for political reasons, but the
evidence did not always show this to have been true.

Huggins,

Monroe county superintendent of schools, was the only officer
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a t t a c k e d . A dams was a t t a c k e d because he h a d b e e n the clerk of a
r adical

c o n v e n t i o n . 25

radical.

24

Atkins was w h i p p e d b e c a u s e h e was a

Gr e y e r was a t t a c k e d b e c a u s e he h a d b e e n going ar o u n d

w i t h the radicals.

peter,

a negro,

was w h i p p e d u ntil h e w o u l d

say h e w o u l d vot e the D e m o c r a t i c ticket t h e r e a f t e r . 26
the only p o l i t i c a l

T h e s e were

cases on w hich d e f i n i t e e v i dence was given.

Crime and m i s c o n d u c t was the r e a s o n for mos t o f th e
attacks in all t hree of t h e s e states.
g iven as an added reason,
Carolina,

P o l itics was not u s u a l l y

as was the case in N o r t h an d S o u t h

a l t hough there wer e some cases in w h i c h it was.

w i t h other people was the largest
this head.

In Georgia,

Trou b l e

single group of reasons under

a n e g r o by t h e nam e of P oldo was attac k e d

b e c a u s e h e h a d q u a r r e l e d w i t h a white m a n . 2^

Jones,

a negro,

t e s t i f i e d that he had w a n t e d to leave his employer b e c a u s e h e h a d
not b e e n paid,
If h e left.
t i m e . 28
that

but

the e m p loyer t h r e a t e n e d to h a v e h i m "Kukluxed"

H e was a t t a c k e d b y the K l a n not l o n g after that

Anderson,

a negro,

was a t t a c k e d b e c a u s e h e h a d b o a s t e d

social equal i t y w o u l d soon be r e c o g n i z e d , 20

negro,

Hallowell,

a

was told to b e p o l i t e to white p e o p l e and he w o u l d n o t be

b o t h e r e d . 30
w o u l d not

K a t i e La Grone,

a negro, was a t t a c k e d beca u s e she

work for one o f the m e n she accused o f b e i n g I n th e b a n d

w h i c h attac k e d h e r , 3-*-

Steele,

a negro,

was a t t acked b e c a u s e he and

some o t h e r negr o e s h a d gone to a white m a n ’s h o u s e to ent e r t a i n h i m
and his w i f e . 32

McGrary,

a Democrat,

of selling a h o r s e to a man,
Henderson,

a negro,

suit against a w h i t e

was visited.

He was accused

and then stealing the h o r s e . 33

was a t t a c k e d b e c a u s e he h a d brought

man.3 4

In Mississippi,

Flint

a labor

and his

sons,
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negroes, were In Jail for fighting with a white man ov^r some labor
question,

The Klan took them out of Jail and whipped them.33

Hughes, a negro, was visited and told that he was too "saucy".

He

had brought a labor suit against one of the men he accused of
being in the band which attacked him.3®
The Klan accused quite a large number of their victims of
stealing, particularly in Georgia.

Several men by the name of

Harrill were aceused of killing cattle in a nearby swamp and dis

posing of the meat,3^

one of the men who attacked Coley, a white

man, told him he was being punished because he had stolen some
hogs,3P’ Little, a negro, was accused by one of the Klan of
stealing his corn,39
money,40

Brassel, a Democrat was accused of stealing

Coger, a Mississippi negro, was accused of stealing,

lie

was supposed to have boon killed by the Klan, but it was proven
that he had not been,43- Others were accused of stealing, but the
circumstances were similar to those in the cases named.
Several men were punished because they had committed
murder.

One such case in Georgia was that of Darden,

He had shot

a man u;> the name of Wallace, and the Klan took him from Jail that
night and shot h i m

Some of the Republican witnesses said

Wallace had been the leader of the Klan, but there was no evidence
to show that this was true.
Klan had killed Darden,49

They gave this as the reason why the
In Alabama, a white man by the name of

Colvin was taken from Jail and hung because he had been involved
in the killing of another white man,43
taken from Jail and hung.

Smith, a white man, was

He had been tried for murder, but had

been acquitted in the face of very strong evidence.

Tie Jury
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which had acquitted him was made up of Democrats. 44

The Klan was

out one night looking for a white man by the name of Bxirrus because
he had killed his cousin, but failed to find him.45
Several people in each of these three states were
punished for immorality.

In Georgia, a sheriff by the name of

Deason was punished for living with a negro woman.4®
unknown, was taken from jail and hanged,
for rape,47

a

A negro, name

he had been imprisoned

storekeeper in Gwinnett county was whirr ed for

boasting of his exploits with women.4®

In Alabama, Austin, a

white man, and sina King, a negro woman, ?/ere whipped for illegal
cohabitation.4^

Harris, a negro, was hung because he had

committed rape.5^

In Mississippi, Bird, a negro who was in jail on

an accusation of rape, was taken out and k i l l e d . H i c k s ,

a negro,

was whipped because he had been talking improperly about white
women.52

There were other cases of a similar nature in each of

these three states.
Ho negroes in these states were whipped or otherwise
punished for threatening white people.

Most of such cases in north

and South Carolina had grown from the organization of the negro
militia, ana there had been none organised in any of these states.
Brooksnire, a white man, was the only man in any of these states
who \vas punished because he was dealing in stolen goods.55

Kenimer,

a white man, was attacked because he had proposed to M s friends
that fciiey disguise themselves and try to get some money from a
negro he believed had stolen some from him.54

The Harrills,

already mentioned, were also accused of going about in disguise at
night and robbing people.55
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Several attacks in each of these three states were in
the interests of the Rian members themselves.

Quite a large

number of people were attacked for threatening the 152an*

In

Georgia, a negro by the name of Ware was asked by a group of men in
disguise If he wanted to go out and help them catch and kill
members of the Klan.

He was very anxious to go on the expedition,

but when the band got him into the woods they killed him.58

A

negro by the name of Jeffers was killed because he was prosecuting
the m e n he bolieveci bad killed his son.^V

Holliday, a Democrat,

had warned son© young men not to bother hia laborers.

He was

attacked soon after that, but fought off the marauders.58

Hay, a

white man, was told to tell his father to quit talking about the
Klan or he would be killed.59

There were similar cases in Alabama#

Ford, a white man, was whipped for threatening to shoot Klan
members if he saw any of thorn around his place.88

Wately, a negro,

was whipped because he had said all Klanamon should be dead,81 The
Horton family was accused of getting up a band to catch Klanamen#®2
Anderson, a Mississippi negro woman, was whipped because she had
said the Klan would get the country into trouble.8'5

Another negro,

Turner, was whipped because he had said he had a gun with which to
shoot members of the Klan.84
There: were very few cases of attacks for Informing on the
Klan, or for testifying against thorn in court,

Hinton,

a white

man, was shot at night by another man to whom he had directed
soldiers on their way to arrest him.

This was not a Klan outrage,

but was given as such by different witnesses*
Georgia.88

This occurred in

It Alabama, a n e g r o woman by the name of Riddle was
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beaten because she had testified to seeing certain men putting on
disguises one e v e n i n g . In Mississippi, a negro called "Jack” was
killed because he had testified to the grand Jury concerning the
Elan.67

There were only two attacks, both In Georgia, for

informing on Illicit distillers*®®

The evidence shows that this

was probably the underlying reason for several other attacks in
that state.
There were a few

witnesses who said that the Elan had

attacked them to drive them off their land.

The Elan members

themselves never gave this as a reason for an attack, but the
victims knew of no other reason for which they might have been
visited.

They said they knew that certain dilte men wanted their

land, and they usually accused these men of being in. the bands
which attacked them.

This was the situation In the Foaron case,

In Alabama, and the poster and Gladney cases, In Mississippi.®®
A

few attacks were evidently made for the purpose of robbing the

victims*

In Georgia, a negro by the name of McCoy was robbed of

over three hundred dollars, and ordered to leave the country end
say nothing about the robbery.7®

A

Democrat by the name of

Carpenter was killed In Alabama, and several witnesses said that
robbery was evidently the only motive.71

A negro in Alabama hoard

some men planning to take guns away from negroes and sell them for
w h i s k y .

There does not seem to have been such a wanton spirit

In the attacks in these three states as In those In Horth and

South Carolina.

The

all their victims.

Elan gave a reason for their actions to almost
While these reasons may have been merely

excuse-3, the evidence usually 3hov;ed that there was some connection
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between the conduct of the victim and the reason given for the
attack*

However, this spirit was not entirely absent, as was

shown by the McCree case, in Alabama.

This negro was shot by a

member of a Klan who said he was a hundred miles from home, and
was going to shoot somebody,''-*
Quite a large number of Methodist ministers were attacked
in Alabama,

Hakin, a circuit rider, was attacked several times,

and he told of many other ministers being attacked.'4

His testimony

was extremely exaggerated, but other witnesses confirmed the
essential point, that ministers of that denomination had been
attacked by the Klan,

The Methodist organization was trying to

re-establish itself in the south.

The southern white people had

left it before the war because of its stand in favor of emancipa
tion, and the new members were all negroes and Republicans.

Many

people believed it was using its influence in politics, and that
its ministers were preaching politics.
A large number of teachers were attacked in Mississippi,
The legislature had provided for a very extensive free school
system, and it drew the wrath of the Klan.
and. ordered to close up their schools.

Teachers were visited

There were two distinct

ideas concerning the hostility of the Klan towards the schools.
The Republicans said that the Democrats were opposed to the free
education of the negroes, end were acting as a Klan to prevent it.
The Democrats said that only the ignorant and narrow-minded portion
of the white population was opposed to the education of the negroes,
and it was they who were attacking the school system.

The

prominent men were not opposed to the education of the negroes, but
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objected to the school system because of the expense to them., as
taxpayers.

They objected because the negroes were allowed the

benefits of a school system, but did not contribute to its support.
The Klan operated the same way in Georgia and Alabama as
it did In North and South Carolina.

Some warnings were given, and

a few notices were posted or sent to Individuals, but this practice
was not as common as it was in the other two states.

The Klan

usually punished those it visited in Goergia and Alabama,

Many

more cases were reported in Georgia and Alabama than had been
reported in the Carolines, but a large number of them were clearly
not Alan outrages.

Norris,

sheriff of Warren county, Georgia, was

waylaid and shot by some men with whom he had quarreled.7** Murphy,
in Blount county, Alabama, was killed during a quarrel over
politics.

This was reported as a Klan outrage because Murphy was a

Republican, and the man who shot him was a Democrat,76

Most of

the Klan visits in Mississippi were conducted in the same manner as
those in the other states, but others were very much different.
The exceptions were the visits to school teachers.

Huggins gave a

detailed description of the way the Klan treated him, and accounts
of other attacks on teachers indicate that the same methods were
used in practically all of them.

The Klan visited Hug,gin *s house

at night, and asked him to step outside so they could talk to him
without disturbing anyone else.
harm him in any way.

They said they did not intend to

He was afraid to go out, but the Klan

threatened to go into the house after him, so he went.

Shan he

got outside the Klan members told him they objected to his
collecting taxes for the support of the schools in the county, a d
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asked him to promise to resign from his position, which he refused
to do,

gave nim 25 lashes,

asked him to promise to resign.
25 lashes more.
to resign,

Aftor whipping him, they again
He refused again, and was given

This was repeated again, and he gave M s promise

They nad taken his pistol away from him, but left it

with a neighbor to toe returned the next day,

Huggins said ho had

been treated courteously, in spite of the whipping,'^

Teachers

were not often whipped when they were first visited; they were
merely warned to close up their schools.

In some cases when the

schools v/ere not closed after the first visit, they were burned, or
the teachers were visited a second time and punished.

There was no

reliable testimony showing how many schools had been suspended
because of this activity, but the number was quite large.
Other features of the Klan violence were the same as in
the Carolines.
or fairly large.

Bands in all three states were either very small,
In Georgia, they seem to have numbered from

about 2 to 6, or to some 20 men in each band,
made up of from 5 or 8, to 15 or 20 men.
either very small, or quite large.

Alabama bands were

Mississippi bands were

The larger bands were usually

estimated as composed of between 50 and 60 men,

As a general rule,

there was not so much variation In the estimates of the size of the
bands as there had been in the Carolines.
Disguises were about the same as those used in Borth and
South Carolina, although there were fewer men who went undisguised,
or ..ho wore an impromptu disguise.
of regalia used in Mississippi.
described.

There were two distinct types

Some bands used the type previously

Other bands used a disguise composed of a coat trimmed
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with bright colors, and trousers of the same material and with the
same sort of trimming#

The cap was close-fitting, instead of

[high, and a part of it came down over the face to serve as a mask.*'®

The only riot in any of these tnree states in which tne
Kian took any direct part was that at Huntsville, Alabama,

The

republicans ; ~re holding a political meeting at the courthouse one
evening in 1866,

While bills meeting was in progress, the hi an

quietly marched into town, encircled the courthouse square, and

then kept on marching around ie.

The negroes and Republicans were

inside tne circle of the march, and quite a large number ox white

people gathered outside it.

Someone started firing,

A'he evidence

does not allow exactly where the firing started, whether inside or
outside the circle.
fired first,

The Democrats said the negroes and Republicans

Tne Republicans said the people outside the circle

had accompanied tne hian, and had started shooting as soon as they
arrived#

The Klan continued to march around the square for a few

moments after the firing started, then departed in the same manner
In which they had &r ived.
firoa a single shot.

They had not spoken a single word or

There was no evidence to show that the

undisguised white men outside the circle who had done the shooting

were also Klan am on, as the Republicans charged.

The Democratic

witnesses said the Republicans had been bragging that the Rian did
not dare bother them, and they thought the Klan had appeared on
this occasion merely as a warning to tne Republicans that they were
afraid of no one.

Although the Klan took no part in the conflict,

there is no doubt that its appearance precipitated the trouble,'*^
The Klan was accused of instigating the riot at Meridian,
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Mississippi, tout none of the evidence proved that it had any part
in it.

This riot was an outbreak at a trial of three negroes for

making incendiary political speeches, and was caused toy toad
feeling on the part of tooth races. 80
The evidence indicates that the members of the Georgia
Klan were of the sane classes as those of the North and South
Carolina Klaus.

The population of the areas in which the Klan was

most active was of the same nature as t m t of the other states.
Several men who led these bands*, or were with them at the time of
various raids, were known, and they were all very toad characters.
This was the case with Oakes and Alley, In White county, Monroe, In
Haralson county, Felker, In Walton county, and Wilson, in Gwinnett
c o u n t y . T h e violence committed by the Klan In Georgia was of the
same nature as that committed in the Carolines.
are more or less true of Alabama.

Tne same things

The eastern areas in which

violence was common had the same kind of population as the other
states, and the outrages were committed in the same manner.

The

fact that there were more negroes than white people in the western
counties, and that there was more violence where the negro
majorities were largest, complicates the problem.
were also poor whites living In this area.

However, there

There Is one other

indication that the Klan might have been made up of the same type
of men In this area as In the others.

Two men accused of leading

marauding bands in Marengo county, Oakley and Elkins, were very
bad characters* 8 2

Many of the Republican witnesses believed that

the Klansraen were men of toad character.

The population of the

area afflicted with Klan violence In Mississippi was about the
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same as that of the western area of Alabama.

The only direct

testimony concerning the character of the members of the hian in
this area was given by witnesses whose testimony was proven
unieLiable.

A negro by the name of Davis testified txxat he and two

other negroes had been forced to accompany the Klan on several
rales, and that tuere were some negroes who wore members.

Davis

had testified to this same thing during the trial at Oxford.

He

testified to several points concerning the trial about- .vhich he
had said nothing during the trial.

One of tneae points was that he

and Forshee, another negro who was to testify for the state, had
been given a dollar apiece on the train by one of the prisoners,
and were premised more if they did not say anything which would
incriminate the accused cion.

Gholson, an attorney for the

prisoners, testified that Forshoe we
but was in jail.

not on the train with Davis,

Davis admitted that he had shared a room with

one of the other negroes wuo was to testify for the state.
Gholson testified that these two were hue oxily ones of the state’s
witnesses that had a story during the trial,

The report of trie

trial shows that their stories were the only ones that were alike
in all particulars.^

Taliaferro, a Republican witness, said he

knew all the members of a Alan in his neighborhood, ana that they
were all prominent men.

Other witnesses testified that one of the

men Taliaferro had named lived a hundred miles away, and had not
been around that neigliboraood for several months.

They also said

that air but four of the other men Taliaferro nad named were
obscure small farmers, and those four were law-abiding men.
Evidence was introduced to show that Taliaferro v/as a habitual
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liar,The

suppositions of some of the witnesses regarding the

membership of the Mlsslsalopl Klan are more significant than these
direct accusations.

Several state and United States officers said

they believed that the Klan outrages were committed by bands of
lawless men.

French, Jacobsen, Lieutenant Powers, Captain Rose,

and Captain Yetes were some of the men who gave this testimony,85
There was very little definite evidence concerning the standing or
character of the men who had been held for the Oxford trial.
Gholson said all but two of them were poor planters.

This would

correspond to Taliaferro’s list of those he claimed to know were
members of the Klan,

Davis had also said they were not prominent

men . 8 6
Quite a large number of outrages were committed in
Georgia by negroes.

Hurt, a Floyd county negro, was tarred and

feathered by a band of disguised negroes because he had voted the
Democratic ticket.

9,7

Several negroes confessed to the county

officers that they had been hired by a whits© man to whip Haycock. 8 8
A. large band of negroes took some other negroes from the Jefferson
county jail, saying they had orders to do so.

The orders,

presumably, were given by their Republican leaders.

a

white man

was shot in Hancock county by a band of disguised negroes.

The

negroes were convicted, but were pardoned after a short time. 00
There was one similar case in Alabama*
Gibson, in Morgan county, was killed.

A negro by the name of
Peoole suoposed it was

because he had belonged to the Democratic club, because all the
other residents of the locality in which he lived were Republicans? 1
The Klan violence had the same effects in these three
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states as It had In North and South Carolina.

There were some of

the Republicans who testified that the Klan had keot Republicans
fron holding office, but the evidence does not show this to have
been generally so.

Republican witnesses testified that it was

unsafe for them to hold political meetings.

This was particularly

true of Greene and Sumter counties, in Alabama.

There had been but

one Republican meeting there during the 1870 campaign.

The

Democrats contended that the Republicans had not held meetings in
those counties because the negroes were so largely in the majority
that they were sure of carrying the election there without holding
meetings.

They also pointed to the fact that there had been no

disturbance during the one meeting which had been held in Sumter
county.

There was much contention in all three states as to

whether or not the negroes were afraid to vote.

The situation was

a little different in these states than it had been in the
Garolinas, because there had been more or less violence during
1869 and 1870.

Outrages were still being committed in the fall of

1871, but v/ere not as numerous as they had been during the su»aner
of that year.

Some of the victims were told at the time they were

attacked that they would have to vote the Democratic ticket, or
were ordered to vote for Seymour and Blair,

This situation

probably did have some effect on the election results, which could
be expected to continue as long as the Elan operated.

Republican

witnesses in Georgia and Alabama believed the negroes would still
be afraid to vote at the time of the investigation.

In Mississippi,

Huggins, a very decided Republican, testified that he believed the
negroes would have voted full strength at any time during the
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previous three months.
1371.92

^he

This statement was made In October,

opinion in all three states seemed to be that

the .negroes were less afraid of the Klan at the time of the
investigation then they had been a few months before.

Democratic

witnesses in these states accused the Republicans of using reports
of outrages for political capital.
Other effects were about the same as in the Carolines.
Negroes were leaving the land and going to the towns, and there
was much complaint that the Klan was demoralizing and driving out
the laborers.
Mississippi.

A large number of negroes left Alabama, and went to
Republican witnesses said they did so because

Alabama gave them no protection from the Klan.
said they were hired to move to Mississippi.

Democratic witnesses
One Republican

witness said he had talked to several of the negroes who had moved
to Mississippi, and none of them had said they had done so because
they were afraid of the Klan . 9 3

This migration had been from one

area afflicted with Klan violence to another almost as bad.

A

number of Alabama witnesses said the negroes in that state were
thinking of going to Kansas.

Georgia and Alabama, witnesses said

that there had not been as much stealing since the Klan violence
had become common.

One Georgia witness said that an old negro had

told him he was glad the Klan had been around, because the negroes
had behoved themselves better since its visit.

He said this negro

had offered $>20 to hole support the Klan. 94
The attitude of the Democrats towards Klan outrages took
somewhat the same trend in these three states as it had in South
Carolina.

They did nothing at first, and some of them seemed to
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be more or lea© la favor of the activities of the Elan.

The Repub

licans accused them of fostering it, and said they could stop it
with a word.

Resolutions condemning the Elan for Its activities

weye drawn up In Jackson county, G e o r g i a , T h e burning of schools
w&s condemned by a public meeting In Monroe county, Mississippi,90
Or© witness testified, that the Monroe county grand Jury had
reported that the number of Klan outrages was diminishing because
of censure by the p e o p l e T w o meetings were held in Alabama,
one in Limestone, and one in Madison county.

Both condemned Elan

violence, and ti e people pledged their support In stopping it.®®
A Republican by the name of Davis believed that the reaction of the
Democrats against Elan violence was stopping it In Alabama.

He

believed that some men who had employed him to prosecute a group
accused of “Kukluating” had. previously been Hangmen themselves.®®
Caldwell, a Republican, believed that a meeting he lind held in
Troup count,. , Georgia, for the purpose of condemning Klan violence
lied arrested it in its inciplency.
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Alabama witnesses said, that

the people were willing to help arrest Klanamon if they were
called upon to do so.

Lieutenant Pickett, of the United States

army, said that two-thirds of the people of Pontotoc, Mississippi,
were willing to fight the Elan if it appeared there again.101
In some places, the people took direct action to curb the
activities of the Klan,

In /lilt© county, Georgia, a group of men

organised and waited along the roads at night fo
were no iaore outrages after that.
taken in Alabama.
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the Klan.

There

Somev/hat similar steps were

A group in Morgan county organized what became

knovm as the "Anti-Ku Klux*1*

The evidence does not indicate that
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it was to act directly against the ICLan, hut the two groups acted
principally against each other, without bothering others.10^
Charlton, a probate judge of ^adison county, organizea an "Anti-Ku
Kiux1' band.

This group went around at night to men they suspected

of belonging to the Klan, and told them that they would ue punished
if any more outrages were c o m m i t t e d . -

In Cnoctaw county, a band

of about 40 or 50 men went out at nights looking for the Khan.
Some of the best men of the community went out with this band.
One man in Tallapoosa county went to everyone he suspected of
belonging to the Klan, and told them he would shoot them on sight
if any more outrages were c o m m i t t e d . K l a n violence decreased
ver,; much in each of these localities.
The governor of Georgia offered large rewards for the
apprehension and conviction of any Klan members who nad committed
certain crimes.

The only conviction for which a reward was paid

was in Chattooga county.

It was shown, in tnis case, that the out

rage for which the men were convicted was not the one for which the
reward had been offered.

Une of the defendants confessed thav "Chey

were not real Klansmen, but had made an arrangement by which they
might get a part of the reward which had oeen offered.

Several

witnesses testified that they knew of similar arrangements.
Hargrove, a very decided Republican, testified that he had told
the governor the rewards were too high, and had warned nim to be
sure he did not pay any of them to men who had made arrangements
for a conviction just to get tne reward.
The state grand juries did not Indict aryone for Klan
outrages.

They were never able to obtain sufficient evidence in
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any of the cases brought before than.

Republicans said this was

oocause witnesses were afraid to testify to wnat they knew.

The

enforcement offleers were not able to make arrests for Klan outrages*

Some of the witnesses said the officers were afraid to try

to make arrests.

Morris, sheriff of warren county, ueorgla, said

that ae had evidence enough uo coixvict
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persons for hian outrages,

ho accepted a bribe to resign ana drop the cases,
Alabama witnesses accused the enforcement officers of
their state of being to blame for the fact that the state could
not control the Klan.
were passive*

Lieutenant (ialiagher testified that they

Be believed they were in sympathy with the Ivlans,

if not members of t h e m . D e m o c r a t i c witnesses said that better
officers were necessary.

They said that bad men were not afraid

of running counter to the type of officers they then had.-*--*-^

The

main uifiicuity was the same in these three states as in the
Carolines, it was practically impossible to apprehend the members
of the Klan.

‘
i'nere was the same disagreement as to whether or not

people were afraid to report outrages, or to testify if such cases
were brougnt into court*

ine Alabama "Ku klux law4’, which was

practically the same as the bongressional act of April, 1871, seems
to xiave haa no effect in controlling the Klan.

It provided for

recovery of damages from the county for Klan outrages.

Several

witnesses believed that was the provision which made it ineffective.
People did not want to increase their taxes by prosecuting the
Klan.“-J^

Democrats, and quite a number of Republicans, believed

tnat the state courts would punish any Klan members they had an
opportunity to try.

Day, a United States commissioner, and
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Gillespie, a county officer expressed this opinion.

Gillespie

believed that if any hian amen were caught they would be very
severely punished, Decause the people were getting extremely
indignant about the continued violence.-11"
lucre was very little testimony concerning the effective
ness of the Mississippi courts in controlling the Rian.

Republicans

said that witnesses were afraid to appear ana testify before either
tiie grand juries or trial juries, and Democrats denied tuat this
was so.

there is no evidence to support either contention.

Repub

licans believed that ti'ials in the state courts were useless,
because there was no way of purging tne courts of Klan influence.
Tills was their argument in favor of the Federal government taking
over the job of controlling the hian#1 1 0

Lee, mayor of Aberdeen,

In Monroe county, said that the state officers were not given a
Chance to prove that they could handle Ki&n cases*

he said that

the only Xian. case which had been brought oofore him had been taken
over by the Federal authorities after he had set the date for the
preliminary hearing. 1 1 1
ine investigation of conditions in these three states
was conducted later in the year' than that of conditions in North
and south Carolina.

Consequently, Federal activity had had more of

an opportunity to take effect.

All the witnesses, both Republicans

and Democrats, agreed that a general amnesty for all the late
"rebels*’ would have a good effect in stopping violence.

It was

also generally agreed that the Congressional act of 1871 had been
effective.

Some of the witnesses ueiieveu that the illan trials in

North and South Carolina had frightened the Klaix in the other
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states.

There had been arrests for Finn outrages In all three of

these states.

Indictments had been found in Georgia and Alabama,
*
and the accused men had been held on their bonds after the habeas
corous proceedings at Orford, Mississippi.

It was generally agreed

that all these activities had tended to decrease the amount of
violence by the Klan.

There were various attitudes towards the

use of United States trooos in making arrests.

One officer said

that men bragged that the "Yankees11 arrested them, but had to
release than because they had no evidence against them. 1 1 6

General

Crawford presented letters and telegrams from several communities
asking for troops to protect them from the Klan.

Most of these

requests were from Republicans, but some were signed by Democrats,
and some were signed by both Republicans and Democrats*

General

Crawford also said that he had refused to let some irresponsible
officers use troops because he was afraid they would abuse the
privilege.

He believed the people were glad to have the soldiers

after they had been stationed in a town for a v/hile, because they
spent their money in the community. 1 1 6

Republican witnesses said

the Democrats welcomed the soldiers because they would assassinate
anybody for a gallon of whisky and ten dollars. 1 1 7

Most of the

witnesses who were questioned on this point believed the presence
of the troops had decreased the amount of Klan violence.

Huggins

said that the arrival of troops in Mississippi to help arrest
Klan members had demoralised the Klan there.11®
Twenty-six Mississippi men were arrested by the Federal
authorities, and Imprisoned to await trial for killing a negro
named Page.

habe a 8 corpus proceedings were Instituted in the
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United States district court at Oxford-

Judge Hill

'resided.

The

arrests had been made on the representations of Taliaferro, "/hose
character has already boon discussed.

There were several .negroes

on the grand jury Who h«-d b^en. attached by the Klan, but no Demo
crats.

This gave the situation of a trial for a political offense

before a jur; of political enemies.
witness for the state.

Davis was the principal

He testified that he had been forced to go

with these men on the night Page was killed.
weak on several points.

His testimony was

The most outstanding flaw was his state

ment that the band had gone across the Tombigbee river that same
night and. killed another negro.

The defense proved very conclu

sively that this was physically Impossible.

The river was high at

the time the killings took place, and could not be crossed in that
vicinity.

The nearest possible way of getting across the river

would hove made a trip of 60 miles, which could not have been
accomplished In one night.

This did not deal directly v/ith the

killing of t age, but it should have made the rest of his testimony
worthless unless he could support it beyond the shadow of a doubt,
which he did not do.

Two questions were presented by the defense:

the Federal court had no jurisdiction over the murder, and tho
prisoners y/ore entitled to be released on bonds.

Judge Hill held

that the crime was committed in violation of the act of May 31,
1870, and that fact gave the Federal court jurisdiction.
allowed the prisoners to be released on bond.
were in varying amounts.

He

The bonds required

Fight of the prisoners were required to

give $5000 bond, two were required to give $1000, and only $500
bonds were required from the remaining s i x t e e n . O h o l s o n
—
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testified to the comciitt.ee that every cne of these men had told
hi , on their counsel, that they were not guilty of the offense

el'
< rge

against then.^

CHAPTER IV

REPORTS OP THE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE

Report of the Majority

The first point the Republicans considered was the
testimony of nen who had been members of the Ku Klux Klan.

They

presented a long argument to show that the testimony of this group
was not reliable.
of other witnesses.

To prove their point, they compared it with that
The other witnesses they used for this compar

ison were such men as Tomlinson and Owens, who were very ardent
Republicans, but not outstanding men in the party,3The second point they dealt with was the administration
of justice in the southern states.

They quoted testimony to show

that justice was administered in ordinary civil and criminal cases.
On the other hand, they quoted testimony to show that the courts
could not cope with violence committed by the Ku Klux Klan.

They

used the testimony of Democrats to prove this point, 2
The third point stressed by the Republicans was the
extent of the violence committed by the Ku Klux Klan.

One of the

methods they used in proving this was naming the counties in which
violence had occurred.

They named all the counties in which

v/itnesses had said violence was common, without regard to whether
or not cases had been reported from them.

To show how many out

rages had been committed, they pointed to the lists of victims
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which had been presented by some witnesses.

These Included the

two lists presented in Spartanburg county, Merrill’s list of

68

cases on which he said he had enough positive information to con
vict the men accused of committing the violence, and Lukin’s list
of ministers attacked in Alabama* 3

In connection with this point,

they pointed to the Indictments in North and South Carolina as an
indication of the large membership of the Ku Klux Klan, and the
effectiveness of the Federal government in dealing v/ith them* 4
The fourth point they made was the horrible nature of the
outrages committed against Republicans.
case, in North Carolina,

They described the Justice

The South Carolina outrages they described

were the Laurens and Chester riots, the raid on the Unlonvllle
Jail, and the attack on Ellas Hill.

For Alabama, they stressed

the attacks on Methodist ministers because they were "loyal", the
attack on Boyd, and the letters left at the University for Republi
can students.

They pointed to the attacks on schools in Mississippi,

particularly those for negroes.

They quoted witnesses who had

testified that the people were opposed to the school system not
only because of its expense, but also because it was a "radical
measure".

They did not describe any of the outstanding Georgia

outrages, but said that Gordon’s testimony showed that the political
control of the negroes by the northern men was exasperating to the
southern people. 5
The fifth point the Republicans attempted to prove was
that the Ku Klux Klan was a strictly political organization
opposed to the Republican party.

General Forrest’s testimony was

the basis for their final conclusions on this point.

They fixed
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1866 as the year in which the Klan had first appeared.

They did

this from Forrest’s statement that he thought he had first heard
of it about that time.

They then listed a group of four reasons

for the organization of the Klan which they claimed were shown by
Ms

testimony.

The first reason was the animosity between the

Union and rebel soldiers.
statements.

They deduced this from a series of his

He had said the original object of the members of the

organization was to prevent crime and protect each other.

The

organization was to prevent anybody from committing crime.

There

was a great deal of disorder on the part of all political parties,
and both races.

There was the "greatest bitterness betwixt the

soldiers of the two armies”•

They selected the last named condi

tion as the foundation of the crime and danger Forrest load already
mentioned, and, consequently, the reason for the organization of
the Klan.

The second reason was taken directly from his testimony.

The Klan was in opposition to the Union Leagues.

The third reason

was that the white people were apprehensive of violence by the
negroes.

This apprehension, they said, was the result of the

resentment against northern men for Influencing the negroes and
detaching them from the political support of their former masters.
They drew this lest conclusion from Forrest's statement that the
negroes had become violent after the Republicans had assumed
leadership of them.

,jL‘he fourth reason was the fact that the white

people were afraid of Brownlow’a negro militia ,*3
After listing these four reasons, they listed another
group of seven reasons for the organization of the Klan,
were taken from the testimony of other witnesses.

These

They said the
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Reconstruction acts wore the fundamental reason for the organ!zatlon of the Elan b e c a u s e they -Tore behind all the things of which
the southern people were complaining*

The Reconstruction acts had

created a situation which made it possibla fat* the carpet-baggers
to go into the southern states and win the vote of the negroes.
Union Leagues established by the carpet-baggers to win and hold
political control of the negroes were charged with crime, and the
Klan was organized to counteract their influence.

The carpet

baggers, through the Leagues, put ignorant and unworthy men in
control of the states, and these men abused their power.

Inferior

magistrates were the most incapable and untrustworthy group of
state officers.

Governors abused the pardoning power.

Capable

men were kept under political disabilities. ' 7
They now had two list3 of reasons for the organization of
the Klan, and proceeded to eliminate the specific reasons which did
not support their point that the Klan was strictly political.

They

said that all the points in the second list Y/ere merely excuses
given by the witnesses in trying to justify the existence of the
Klan.

They pointed out that the Reconstruction policy of Congress

had not been inaugurated until after the organization of the Klan
1860.

This, they argued, invalidated all seven of the reasons,

because they all depended on the Reconstruction acts to make them
valid.

They said they could not believe the negroes were generally

lawless, because the evidence showed that there had been no trouble
in arresting them.

They said that the affiliation of northern men

with the Leagues was natural, because they v/ere organizations to
support the Union for which these men had fought.

These points,

they said, disposed of the first three of the seven points as
reasons for the organization of the Klan.

They admitted that the

governments of the southern states were atrocious, hut said this
only intensified the activities of the Klan.

It could not have

been the reason for the organization of the &lan, because that had
taken place before the states were re-admitted to the Union.

Thus,

they argued, the only reason left which could apply to the organiz
ation of the Klan was opposition to northern men and the Republican
party, and, impliedly, the Federal government.

Therefore, it was

organized for strictly political purposes.®
The sixth point they attempted to prove was that the
Klan was composed of the late "rebel soldiers", as opposed to
"Union men", and that prominent men were responsible for the dis
turbed conditions it had created.

They evidently took their

assumption concerning the membership of the Klan from Forrest’s
statement that there had existed the, "greatest bitterness betwixt
the soldiers of the two armies".s

They had said that the, "com

plaints of the defeated insurgents", was always given as the
foundation for violence.

This was aimed at the prominent men,

because they were the ones who, as witnesses, had complained of the
abuses of the state governments and the oppression by the Federal
government.

They said that prominent men were responsible for the

prevalent violence because they made statements about the conditions
which incited the younger men to action.^-®

Stevenson, in his

report on financial conditions in the south, \tos less discreet than
the rest of the Republicans in making this charge,

he wrote that

the sub-committee which had been appointed to Investigate financial
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conditions in the south had concluded that the financial conditions
had not caused the organisation of the Eh Elux Klan.

The Klan was

an organisation which disrogrrded the economic interests and con
siderations, and its activity had prevented the economic growth of
the south.

The following is his last statements

“These leaders are men of high intelligence, and they
must have Intended the results they have produced. Their
purpose must have been to close the South against northern
men and capital? to hold the freedmen helpless and dependent;
to govern the Stetes and finally the country, and thus
recover what they valued more than all else — property in
slaves and political power.
The last point the Republicans attempted to prove was
that the Klan was the same in the later years of its existence as
it had been in 1866.

They listed several features which, they

claimed proved tills.

The marauding bands were always called Ku

Elux Elans.

They were always described as organized bands of men,

mounted on horses and armed, and wearing disguises.
authorities were powerless to suppress them.
press always used the
fered with them.

3 ame

tone.

The civil

The sympathizing

They assassinated all who inter

Opposition to the Leagues was always given as an

excuse for their existence.

Complaints of the defeated insurgents,

contrasting their past and present conditions, were always assigned
as the controlling causes of violence. ^ 2
The Republicans approved the continuance of the policy of
Federal action to control the Ku Klux Klan,

They said, “The

apparent cessation of operations should not lead to a conclusion
that community would be 3 a fo if protective measures were with
drawn". 13

They recommended an increase in the United States

judiciary to take care of the large number of indictments which had
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br ©a. found against Elen cmon,

They Implied, in this connection,

that as r rny Indictments would ha found In each of the other
southern states as had been found in North and South Carolina*
They recommended the removal of political disabilities.

They gave

no reason for thl3 recommendation, but It must have grown from the
fact that most of the witnesses, both Republicans and Democrats,
had approved such a policy,-*-4
The Republicans failed, in this report, to establish
definite proof of any but their second point.

They nullified their

first point by using the evidence they had declared unreliable to
prove most of their later points.

Had they proven the first point,

their use of that evidence would have nullified all their later
points.

However, they did not satisfactorily prove the first

point, because they had compered the testimony of two groups who
were of opposite parties.
The fundamental aspect of their third point might have
been proven, because there was a large amount of violence.
However, they were interested mainly in the political aspect, and
the evidence they used is unacceptable because it was taken from
■

extremely partisan Republicans, and not supported by facts.
was particularly true of the lists of victims presented.

This

The same

thing was, also true in the case of counties in which witnesses
said violence had occurred, but offered no cases to support their
statement-.

The fourth point was exaggerated.

The true nature of

the cases they used to support their point has already been
discussed.
They misrepresented Forrest's testimony on all four of
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■;he reasons for the organization of the Klan which they later used
as proof that it was political.t For the first re-- son, they
selected one of F o m e n t ’s incidental statements.

They disregarded

■;hc fact that he had said the people had organized the Klan to
prevent crime by the negroes,. and to protect themselves from the
disturbances and threatening conduct of the negroes which bad
followed the organization of the Union Leagues and the state
militia.

‘3or did they consider it important that he had said there

■sras disorder on the part of all political parties and both races.
They miar©presented his testimony as to the second reason by saying
that the Klan was organ!zed as opposition to tho Leagues.

He had

said It was for protection from the disturbances which grew from
the Leagues.

For the third reason, tho Republicans said, in effect,

that the white people feared violence by the negroes because they,
as Democrats, resented the fact that the Republicans, rather than
their party, had won control over the negroes.

In trying to create

(a. political situation they merely made a ridiculous statement.
Furthermore, they afterwards contradicted this statement.

They said

that the complaints against the carpet-baggers were mere pretexts
for hostilities on others, because outrages had been committed
against them In only a few instances.-1®

In regard to the fourth

reason, Forrest had said the Klan was organized to protect the
people from the outrages committed by the negro militia.

They

belittled the conduct of the militia as a reason for fear on the
part of the white people, end wrote in such a way as to intimate
that the fear expressed was not a motive for the organization of
the Klan, but an excuse behind which it could hide its opposition
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to the Republican administration*
They had evidently set up the second list of reasons for
the organization of the Klan to show that the Democrats were manu
facturing pretexts for the purpose of covering up the real reason,
which, they contended, was political.

The conclusion of their

argument depended upon their presumption that the Klan had been
organized for political purposes in 1866,

Ikmever, they had

offered no valid proof of this, which nullifies their conclusion.
The evidence does not prove that the Klan existed at any time
before 1867 in Tennessee, and Congress had then started its Recon
struction policy.

Furthermore, the Klan did not become at all

active in other states before 1868, and did not create a general
disturbance until 1870,

Another point which nullifies their

conclusion is the misuse of Forrest’s testimony.

He insisted that

the Klan was a protective organization, but they ignored that
entirely, and interpreted M s

statements in such a way as to gain

their political object.
In regard to their fifth point, it was natural for the
Klan to be made up of southern men, and, consequently, "rebel
soldiers”,

Northern men were all distrusted because so many of

them were inciting the negroes to improper conduct.

There could

be but one object in designating the two classes as "rebel soldiers n
and "Union men" —

to create a political situation.

There is no

evidence showing that the Klan was made up exclusively of "rebel
soldiers".

It probably had been when it was first organized in

Tennessee, because only discreet men were initiated, and most of
such men had been either officers or soldiers in the Confederate

147

armies.

However, a large number of the poor whites had evaded

military service, and It was this class which now composed the
Klan.

There were also Republicans, and possibly even some negroes,

In the Klan in 1370 and 1871.

On the second aspect of the fifth

point, the fact that prominent men denounced the state governments
did not make them responsible for the acts of others.

The Republi

cans did not even try to prove that these men had denounced the
governments with the idea of inciting others to do violence.

They

merely made the statement that the prominent men were responsible
for the violence because their words had Incited others to act.
Stevenson’s statements on this point are In direct contradiction to
the evidence before the committee.

Practically all the Democrats

who testified said the south considered the question of slavery
closed.

Democrats, and many Republicans, said the south had no

desire whatever to try to restore slavery by force, which was the
only means open to them to do so.
The statements the Republicans made to prove that the Klan
was the same in Its later years as It had been In 1866 may be con
ceded, but they did not prove the point.

They disregarded the

evidence which proved conclusively that there had been a complete
change in the Ku Klux Klan during 1868 and 1869,

The constitutions,

obligations, and organisation of the later K1 an3 wei^e entirely
different than those of the original organization.

The testimony

of many witnesses shows that the original organization was dis
bonded during 1868 and 1869.

A formal order for disbandment was

published in the Alabama newspapers.

The evidence shows that the

Klan had first been controlled by responsible men, but they left
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it, end then used their efforts to curb its activities*

On the

other hand, practically all the members apprehended and tried, and
all those who confessed, were poor whites, and many of them were
Republicans*
testimony.

These points are not based wholly on Dai ocratic
&any Republicans believed that such a change had taken

place, although they had no direct knowledge of it.

Report of the Minority

The Democrats first described the procedure of the
committee in organizing for the investigation.

They pointed to the

fact that the Republican majority had voted down their resolution
to limit the testimony by the legal rules of evidence.

This

allowed the use of all kinds of hearsay evidence instead of
limiting the investigation to the actxial facte concerning conditions
in the south.

It gave the Republicans a distinct advantage, oecause

they controlled the committee.

They then pointed to the fact that

the Republicans had refused to Investigate foul1 of the uoutti ern
states, although the Democrats submitted resolutions providing for
sub-committees to do so.

They contended that the Republicans had

limited the investigation to seven states, and then made a complete
investigation uf only five, because they knew they could not gain
their object by investigating the others.1®
The Democrats argued that the disturbance in the south
wes local, rsther than sectional.

To prove this, they attempted

to show that it had.existed in only a very small part of the total
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area of the south.

They contended that the Republicans had

refused to Investigate conditions in four of the southern states,
and had shortened the investigation in two others, because they
knew there were no political organizations committing outrages in
any of them.

They said that the violence in the states investi

gated had been limited to 40, of ever 420, countlec#-^
statement belittled the actual situation.
reported from

6S

Outrages hod been

counties, and there vrere at least

violence probably existed to some extent.

This last

8

more where

These two groups do not

include about 25 counties Republican witnesses had named as
afflicted with hlan violence, without supporting their statements
by Indicating outrages which had occurred in them.
in their minority report, they described the conditions
which existed in the south.

They first described the political,

social, and economic demoralization of the south at the close of
the war.

They drew upon General Grant’s report to show the situa

tion as it had been observed by a representative of the government,
|They then pointed to the control of the Ignorant negroes by the
unscrupulous carpet-baggers and scalawags.
in describing the state governments.

They went Into detail

The particular points they

stressed were bribery, legislative frauds, excessive pardoning, and
the court systems.

They contended that excessive pardoning and the

corruption of the Judiciaries made legal proceedings a farce when
it was possible to institute them.

They presented Logan's record

as a North Carolina district Judge in supoort of this point.

They

said the United States commissioners were as bad as the state
judicial officers, snd pointed to Scoggln's court in North Carolina
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as an example.

T h e y showed that the army h a d b e e n aiding a n d

abetting the abuses by the commissioners and state c o u r t s . T h e i r
illustrations of the points they make are valid, but their general
statements are too sweeping.

The evidence sliows that the abuses

they described did exist to some extent all over the south, but
tney picked the most flagrant instances and implied that conditions
elsewhere were equally bad.

The judges were inefficient, and there

was excessive pardoning, but even the Democratic witnesses had said
that the courts, with a few exceptions, gave substantial justice in
cases in which there were no political factors.
They next described the oppressive policy of the Federal
government in handling the south.
first '’horrible example.

The Preedmen’s Bureau was their

They accused the government of using it

as a political agency, and allowing it3 agents to get rich at the
expense of tne southern people, who were already extremals pool*.
The evidence shows that the abuses they refer to existed.
cotton tax and toil frauds were next described.

The

Most of this des

cription was taken from sources other than tne testimony, but it
appears to be valid, except that it was not common throughout the
states investigated, as tney implied.

They then describee, the

supervision by Congress over the reorganization of tne stace govern
ments.

They contended that this policy had been adopted by Congress

to keep the control of the south in the hands of the Republicans.
Alabama was used as the illustration of how this policy operated.
The evidence used to support these points is correct, but the
general conditions were exaggerated.

They used Grant’s report to

show the attitude of the people toward bhe government before

151

Con gress h a d g a i n e d control of R e c o n s t ruction.

T h i s part of

Gran t ' s r e p o r t r e f u t e s t h e argument of the R e p u b l i c a n s that the
K l a n was o r g a n i z e d r i g h t after the wa r in o p p o s i t i o n to the
F e d e r a l g o vernment
"Had t here b e e n no w a n t o n o p p r e s s i o n in the South,"
Dem o c r a t s

said,

"there w o u l d h a v e b een no K u K l u x l s m . " 20

p o i n t e d to F o r r e s t ' s t e s t i m o n y in support of this

state militia,

t h e Leagues,

w h i c h h a d r e s u l t e d f r o m them.
m o n y b y u s i n g G o r d o n ’s.

They

statement.

h a d said the K l a n was first organized fo r p r o t e c t i o n
f ear of the

the

He

because of

end the general d i s o r d e r

T h e y supplemented F o rrest's t e s t i 

H e h a d said th e K l a n was th e result

of

the a p p r e h e n s i o n the peo p l e felt b e c a u s e of the conduct of the
negroes,

f o r w h i c h t h e y b e l i e v e d the L e a g u e s w e r e responsible.

M a n y o t h e r wit n e s s e s gav e th e same testimony.
qu o t e d t h e t e s t i m o n y of these witnesses,
it,

as t h e R e p u b l i c a n s h a d d o n e . 2-1-

T h e Democrats

Inst e a d of i n t e r p r e t i n g

T h e y said that the worst

g o v e r n m e n t s h a d p r o d u c e d the w orst disorders,
statement b y p o i n t i n g to S o u t h C a r o l i n a as the

and s u p ported the

example.

p o i n t e d to V i r g i n i a as b e i n g o n the o ther extreme.
government,

and no d i s o r d e r at all*

T h e y also

She h a d a good

T h e y also said that

Alabama

a n d G e o r g i a h a d less disorder after t h e y h a d g o t t e n rid of t h e i r
o p p r e s s o r s . 22

Th e D e m o c r a t s

s p o i l e d it by g o i n g too far.

started w i t h a g ood argument,

but

T h e i r o r i g i n a l statement was correct,

an d w o u l d h a v e s t r e n g t h e n e d t h e i r argument that m i s r u l e was the
r e a s o n for the g e n e r a l disturbance.

But the t h r e e states t h e y

n a m e d to sho w that g o o d g o v e r n m e n t p r e v e n t e d d i s o r d e r were all
c o n t r o l l e d b y the Democrats.

T his left t h e m o pen to the argument
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that violence hsd stopped In those states because the Klsn had
accomplished its object by, "putting the Radicals down, and
putting the Democrats up".
The Democrats attempted to show that the cases so widely
heralded, before the investigation, as Klan outrages had been
exaggerated, or entirely misrepresented.

In this connection, they

quoted testimony concerning the Eutaw, Paytona, and Huntsville
riots in Alabama, the Dardon case, in Georgia, the Meridian riot,
in Mississippi, and the Blggerstaff case, In North Carolina.

All

these except the Eutaw and Paytona riots have been discussed.

Both

these riots had grown out of political meetings, and were of the
same nature as the Meridian riot.

The Democrats contended that the

reasons for which the Elan committed outrages were misrepresented.
They said all the outrages committed were the result of personal
and local feuds, regardless of party affiliation.
present enough, evidence to prove this point.

They did. not

They were correct if

consideration was limited to outrages for which they considered the
reasons definitely proven, but this would have eliminated all but a
very few cases.

There were some cases in which there were strong

political factors.

These could not be entirely eliminated because

party lines were drawn so closely in accordance with race, and the
parties were so extremely antagonistic.

It is impossible to nay

whether political factors were the fundamental motives, or merely
secondary motives, in cases Into which thoy entered prominently.
The Democrats did prove auite conclusively that the outrages, and
in many cases the reasons for them, had been exaggerated, but they
tried to prove too much.25

1
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They described the character of the witnesses the
Republicans had called before the committee*

Those Included, such

men as Taliaferro and Lakln, whose characters have already been
discussed*

They also named several others v/ho -Tore fully as

unreliable*

some of these others were Hor-'is, Hargrove, Roper,

Whitfield, Rockafallow, and Howls.24

Minority Report on S^uth Carolina

The Democrats presented a separate report on conditions
in Couth Carolina.

They probably did tills because It was the most

disturbed of the southern states, and because its government best
illustrated the abuses they alleged as the cause of violence by
the Ku Klux Klan.
They stressed the unreliability of the negroes as
witnesses.

They said that the negroes who had testified had been

picked by local Republicans, and those who testified at Spartanburg
lied been herded together in the poet office while waiting to bo
called before the committee.

The postmaster was one of the most

ardent Republicans in the community, and there were usually other
Republicans there also.

They said It was impossible to Judge the

truthfulness of the negroes without watching then, while they
testified.

Their stories were v<ry similar.

them "parrot-like rceltals”.

The Democrats called

The incident of the negro who sow

a man post a notice on a tree warning him to leave the Republican
party was given as sn example of the negro testimony.25

They described the copulation of the areas in which the
Klan committed outrages.

They said the people were ignorant,

uneducated, and lawless.

There had always been labor competition

between these poor whites end the negroes, and the whites had
always disliked the negroes because of it.

Both these points may

b© conceded as correct.
They went into a detailed description of the abuses of
the state government, oartlcularly the organization of the negro
militia# and said the carpet-baggers were the root of all the
P7
evil.
They did not exaggerate the conditions. There is little
doubt that they were correct in blaming the carpet-baggers for the
existing state of affairs, because they hod absolute control of the
government.

They discussed the Leagues in connection with the

carnet-baggers, who had organized thorn, and were still their
leaders.

They pointed out the fact that the Leagues had existed

in South Carolina in 1867, which was before the Klan was first
heard of there.
They argued that the people were not hostile to the
Federal government.

They again pointed to Grant’s report as proof

of this, and to the fact that the quart"ring of troops on the
people did not excite their animosity*

In fact, they said, the

people sustained cordial relations with the army officers.2®

They

were correct in this argument as far as open animosity was concerned.
The oromlnent people committed no acts of violence against the
troops, and the officers were accepted socially, but many of the
Democratic witnesses had said that they considered the presence of
the troops an insult to the people of the south.

The lower classes
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did openly Insult and antagonize the soldiers.

The Democrats

contended tnat the people were in no position to he aggressive and
defiant toward the Federal and state law, as was commonly
c h a r g e d * T h i s was true.

A large proportion of them were under

political disabilities, and neither government gave them any con
sideration whatever.

They said the Republicans were trying hard to

show that the prominent men were responsible for the general dis
turbance, but disregarded the evidence which disproved their
contentions.

They pointed to the public meetings which had been

called by Democrats to condemn violence and pledge themselves to
help stop it.

They also quoted Governor Scott’s letter congratu

lating these citizens for tneir action and sincerity.
They said that except for tne "parrot-like recitals" of
the negroes every effort of the Republicans to make the Klan
appear as a political organization had failed.

As proof that it

was not political, they told of the northern newspaper correspon
dent who had tried to get access to the North Carolina confessions
so he could publish a story.

The officers let him see five of the

confessions, but refused to let him look through all they had.

he

published the points which each of these five men had given as the
reasons for certain raids by the Klan, and classed only one as
political.

The officer wrote to him, saying that his judgement of

what was, and was not, political was fallacious.

He said that all

these raids had been political because they had been io violation
of the Enforcement aet.^2

This shows the attitude of the Republi

cans in regard to raids by the Klan as political affairs, although
it is rather extreme.

Anything into which they could inject a
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party division was considered a political affair, and any objection
by a Democrat to a Republican act was considered prlma facie
evidence of hostility to fcne government.

They also attempted to

chow that the activities of the hlan had not weakened the Republi
can party,

They presentea figures showing that the Republican

vote in 1870 had increased over that of 1868 in five counties in
\»Uc*. violence was prevalent, and that the Democx*atlc vote in the
sane counties had decreasea.^

figures were correct, but they

did not prove tne point, because Klan violence did not become
gene_al in South Carolina until after the 187Q election.

CHAPTER V

CONCLUSIONS

Although the Ku Klux Klan originated as a social organ
ization, it soon became a orotective and corrective organization.
This phase probably did not develop fully until after the conven
tion at Nashville In 1B67, although It may have existed locally
before then.

There was undoubtedly considerable disturbance by

the negroes after tbs arrival of the carpet-baggers, and the
organization of the Union Leagues and negro militia.

The carpet

baggers were teaching the negroes to distrust and hate the whites,
or at least the whites were sure they were.

The negroes were

becoming insolent towards the whites, were burning their property
In some places, and were holding secret political meetings.

It

seemed to the whites that much of the disturbance on the part of
the negroes
were movln

as contemporaneous with these meetings.

The negroes

about from place to place in a very restless manner,

and the whites feared that this would lead to a general up-rising.
Many of the negroes did not stay on the plantations and work, but
seemed to subsist by stealing.

It was this situation which

induced the Eu Klux Klan to take over the job of preventing the
disorderliness and lawlessness of the negroes, and of protecting
the people in the event of an up-rising of the negroes.
There was nothing in the prescript or organization of the
Klan which indicated that it was primarily In opposition to the
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The prescript stated that the organization

acknowledged the laws of the United States.

However, the very

nature of the conditions which caused It to change,from c social
organization made It Indirectly political.

The Republican errpet-

bagi.ers were inciting the disturbances by the negroes, the necrce s
were practically all Republicans, and the whites connected tec
disturbance with the Union Leagues, which were Republican organiza
tions.

Although its object wa

not to oppose the Republican

party, its acta were almost invariably against members of that
party.

It was this situation which led the Republicans to believe

that the Kl&n was strictly a political organization from the
beginning of Its existence.

This feeling was intensified, later,

when tiie nian began taking action again b obnoxious state officers.
It must be remembered, however, that there were comparatively few
such cases.
The activities of the Klan during Its first stage were
very much different than they were in 1870 and 1871, One of t' elr
most common performances was to parade publicly at night.

T’use

parades were conducted in military order, and with military
discipline, and were usually managed so as to give the Impression
that the Alan was far stronger in numbers than It actually was.
A variation of tills was the visiting at League meetings.
did nothing during moat of these visits#

The Klan

They m<rely e peared at

the meeting-place, which was often enough to break up the meeting.
The negroes were terrified at the more sight of the Klan,

Trey

were led to believe that these grotesquely garbed figures were dead
confederate soldiers who had risen from the grave.

Ghostly tricks
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were played on the negroes to instill and perpetuate this belief.
The Klan also posted notices warning lawless and obnoxious persons
to improve their conduct or leave the neighborhood.

In some

instances, the Klan inflicted summary punishment In the form of
whippings for acts or for conduct which was particularly bad.
There is no indication as to how extensive these last two forms of
activity were.

It Is certain, however, that they existed hardly

anywhere except in Tennessee before 1868.

The conduct of these

bands indicates that their members had had military training.
They were probably composed mainly of confederate soldiers and
officers.
The secrecy and disguise used by the Klan led to the
abuses which soon became eommon.

At first, Individual members of

the organization used the disguise to hide their identity while
inflicting punishment upon others for personal reasons, without
the sanction of the organization.

This was the result of relaxing

the stringency which had been observed In admitting members.

Some

indiscreet men were allowed to become members, and they took
advantage of the opportunity to promote their own interests.

Then

lawless characters began covering their activities by imitating
the Ku lilux Klan,
These abuses led to the disbandment of the Ku Klux Klan
In 1868 and 1869.

Individuals gav

up their membership because

they saw that the organization was being perverted.

They knew that

violence would lead to difficulty v/Ith the authorities, and hinder
the progress of rebuilding the south.

After leaving the Klan, many

of these prominent men used their Influence to disband the local

IS©

dens.

General Forrest, who was at the head of the organisation,

was y/riting an enormous number of letters about that time.

He had

said he was trying to disband the Klan, so it is safe to presume
that a large prooortion of those letters were for that nur-pose.
It was sometimes said that he issued a formal order for disband
ment, but there Is not sufficient evidence to Drove that statement.
It is true that such an order had been published in the newspapers
in Alabama, but no one knew 'where it originated, and it did not
appear In the other states.

There was also the story that lie

issued a see et verbal order for disbandment, but there was still

less proof of this statement.

The fact probably was that he was

merely ’writing to prominent; men urging them to assist in disbanding
the Ku Klux Klan, and the real activity was by these men.
The disbandment did not out an end to the existence of
the Elan, but it brought about a very decided change in its
organization and activities.
prescript

A comparison of the original Klan

dth the later constitutions and obligations shows that

the organization had changed almost entirely.

A few of the officers

wore given the same titles as those which the original Klan had
used, but not very many,

A few of the nrovisions of the original

prescript were ap:roximately duplicated, but not exactly, and most
of the provisions of these later documents were entirely different
than tl jse of the original prescript,

Another evidence of the

change In the organization is the committee system usod In North
Carolina,

The mode of operation had changed completely.

were no parades, and no evidence of military discipline.

There
In fact,

these later bands did not seem to have recognized leaders, and
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The violence committed by the

Klan was local, oelng limited to areas in which there was a
majority, or a ooraparatively large number, of poor whites.
also sporadic.

It was

There were periods during which no outrages, or

very few, were committed, followed by periods during which outrages
were very numerous*
It is evident that the members of the Klan during this
period were not men of good character, as they had been during the
first stage of its existence.

Practically all of then were poor

whites*

*he few who did not belong to this group were of a middle

class.

There was no evidence to show that any prominent man was a

member of the Klan during this period.
very bad characters.

Many of the members were

Others were illicit distillers* particularly

in North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia*

There were some

Republican members in North and South Carolina, and possibly in
some ol the other states, although there was no positive proof in
regard to the other states.

It is possible that there were negro

members In Mississippi, although the truthfulness of the evidence
on that point was rather doubtful.
During this period, the Klan operated almost entirely
where there were large numbers of poor whites, and either a minority,
or a comparatively smarl majority, of negroes.

It did not exist In

sections of any 3tate except Mississippi where there were large
majorities of negroes, and comparatively few poor whites.
whites hated the negroes for two reasons.

The poor

The two classes were in

direct competition as laborers, and the negroes were usually given
the preference.

The poor whites also feared that the negroes would
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They were quite commonly thrown Into

contact with each other, and there seemed to be some evidence that
equality was imminent.

These facts, considered In the light of

the activities of the Elan, Indicate very definitely that it was
acting in the interests of the poor whites.

Consequently, they

would compose the membership of the Klan.
The conduct of the Klan indicates that it was composed of
violent men who had no respect for the personal rights of others,
particularly those of negroes.

Witnesses, Including many Republi

cans, believed that the activities of the Klan indicated that it
was composed of violent and lawless men.

None but the most viol

ently partisan Republicans charged prominent men with participating
in Klan raids.

The most conclusive evidence that the Klan was made

up of the classes named were the confessions, convictions, and
identification of members of marauding bands.
On the other hand, it is quite certain that prominent
men were not members of the Klan at this time.

Their character

precluded the possibility that they would participate in raids on
which there was such extreme violence, and total lack of organiza
tion and, leadership.

It is true that they would probably feel no

compunction about whipping negroes, but beating men, women, and
children with guns, shooting into houses at night, shooting at
victims after- whipping and releasing them, mutilating people, and
disembowling and throwing them into rivers are entirely different
matters,

prominent men were charged with promoting the violence

for political reasons.

If this had been the main object of the

violence it would probably have taken an entirely different course
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than, the wholesale whipping of negroes,

The prominent men were

Intelligent enough to strike at the root of the trouble by
directing their activities against the leaders who were the cause
of the political situation*

This has already been discussed in

detail in another connection,
The relations of the prominent men to the negroes made it
Improbable tiiat they would have been guilty of wholesale attacks on
them.

They were the personal benefactors of the negroes, helping

them by furnishing them tools and animals for their farming, and
giving them advice v;h©never they asked for it.

Furthermore, they

wanted the negroes as laborers, and the activities of the hian were
driving them off the land, and demoralizing them as laborers.

It

is ridiculous to supoose that they would disorganize the labor
situation, or have someone else do it, and then complain about It.
It was definitely proven that prominent men used their
influence to disband the Ku Klux Klan, then, later, to curb the
Klan»3 violence.

The Republicans argued that these activities were

merely gestures to mislead them, but this hardly seems possible
when the activities were directly In the interest of the ion
performing them.
There were some exceptions to these features of the Klan
during its second stage.
In North Carolina.

The first Instance was the Justice raid.,

Most of the men In the band which attacked him

were evidently violent men, but they wer*e kept under control by a
leader who was certainly not of that character.

Union and York

counties, in South Carolina, furnished the most extensive exceptions
Evidence concerning some of the Klan activities there indicates
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that It was made up of, or led by, prominent men.

This Is shown by

the orderliness of the raid on the Unionville jail, and the notices
the Klan published in both counties warning people that they would
be punished for imitating the Klan.

The nature of the visits to

school teachers in Mississippi indicate that the bands which made
them were probably led by discreet men.

It is doubtful If there

were enough prominent men who actively opposed the school system
to make up bands of the size which acted against teachers.
The violent groups existed In the same localities as
these exceptional groups.

This might Indicate that all Klan

activities were conducted by the same group, but the evidence shows
that this was not so.

The two groups had entirely different

purposes in making attacks.

Justice was attacked because he had

become the leader in a personal feud which was disrupting both
the social and governmental conditions in Spartanburg county.

The

Unionville people were positive there was going to be a miscarriage
of justice in the case of the imprisoned negroes, who had committed
an outrageous crime,

Mississippi citizens were opposed to the

school system, and were taking measures to abolish it.

The violent

groups in these localities committed outrages for the same reasons
that they did elsewhere.

These reasons will be discussed later.

The conduct of the different groups also indicates that they were
entirely different in nature.

The exceptional groups operated in

imllltary fashion, and with military discipline, while the others
used the same haphazard methods as they used elsewhere.
exceptional groups did not commit any wanton violence.

The
It is true

that they shot negroes at Unionville, but they did not abuse them

165

before doing it, and they were careful In picking the ones they
Intended to execute.

The Mississippi bands did not inflict

punishment on the school teachers at the first visit unless the
teachers refused to comply with their demands.

As a matter of

fact, they treated them with some consideration, as was shown by
Hugyin's account of the visit to him.

The other bands abused any

negroes, and many whites, who happened to get In their way,
whether man, woman, or child.
It is possible that the membership of the two groups
overlapped to some extent.

There may hrve been some members of

the exceptional groups of a more violent n ture who also acted
with the other groups.

This situation had existed during the first

stage of the Klan’s history.

These exceptional groups were

probably revivals of the original Ku Klux Klan for the specific
acts which they performed.

They seem to have had the characteris

tics of the original Klan, and they appeared in only a few
instances.
As in the first stage of the Klan’s history, there was
necessarily a political aspect about its activities.

Practically

all its activities were directed against the negroes and their
white leaders, who were all Republicans.

This gave the Republicans

some grounds for their contention that it was a political organiza
tion whose object was to take the control of the government from
their hands.
The political aspect was brought about by the political
position of the negroes.

Many of the state officers were negroes,

particularly in South Carolina.

Their vote had elected the
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carpet-baggers and scalawags, who were filling their pockets from
their offices, and were performing acts and passing laws which the
Democrats believed were to keep them in subjection,

The poor

whites considered the political rights of the negroes another step
towards the social equality which they feared.

They classed the

carpet-baggers and scalawags with the negroes, because they con
trolled them, and were responsible for the existing conditions.
Tills situation intensified the hatred of the poor whites for the
negroes, and it extended to include the carpet-baggers and
scalawags.
Besides the general political situation, there were
undoubtedly some attacks by the Klan for purely political reasons.
Forced renunciations of the Republican party can probably all be
classed as such.

Some of the attacks on officers may have been

for purely political reasons, but the evidence indicates that there
was usually a combination of reasons.

The officers were usually

charged with official misconduct, but they were also personally
obnoxious, mainly because of their control over the negroes.

Some

of the negroes may have been attacked because they had voted the
Republican ticket, as they said.

There was no evidence, in many

cases, which either proved or disproved their statement to that
effect.

The only proof on this point is their reliability as

witnesses, which v/as shown to be very doubtful.

The fact that

most of them also gave another reason for the attacks, when they
were cross-examined, creates the presumption that the same
situation actually existed in other cases, although they avoided
mentioning it.

This presumption is strengthened by the fact that
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their testimony was quite uniformly similar*
The political aspects of the Klan’s activities were
grossly exaggerated toy the Republicans.

They contended tliat all

the violence committed was for political reasons, and that the
other reasons the Klan gave its victims at the time of the attacks
were mere pretexts.

The circumstances of many of the attacks

definitely indicated that politics had nothing to do with them.

In

many other cases, there is doubt as to the real reason for the
attacks, with the presumption In favor of some reason other than
politics.

The Republicans were entirely wrong in claiming that the

Klan was responsible for campaign and election riots.

The fact

that some Democrats were attacked by the Klan is a very strong
point against this contention of the Republicans.
The evidence concerning the political effects of the
activities of the Ku Klux Klan is too inadequate to attempt
positive proof on any one point.

However, the circumstances

indicate that there was some political effect, particularly on
voting.

Van Trump, in his minority report on South Carolina,

presented figures to show that the Republicans had gained, and the
Democrats had lost, strength in some of the counties in which Klan
violence was common.

The figures were correct, but they did not

prove the point because the Klan did not become active In South
Carolina until after the 1870 election.

In the other states,

Democrats admitted that the Republican vote had decreased in 1870,
They refused to admit, however, that this change was because of the
activity of the Ku Klux Klan.
negroes to vote with them.

Some of them said they had persuaded

If this was true, it must have been
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only a local situation, because the Democratic vote did not show
an increase corresponding to the Republican loss.

Other Democrats

said the negroes had stop ed voting for the Republicans because
they were getting disgusted with the carpet-baggers*

There is no

means of proving or disproving this, but it seems highly Improbable.
The negroes were nc judges of whether cm official’s conduct was
good or bad, because they had no experience in governmental affairs.
The Republicans had an over-powering hold on their vote through the
Leagues, end by the use of the argument that the Democrats would
return them to si; very if they regained control of the government.
The evidence shows that many negroes were still ex .acting the
Republicans to fulfil their promises to give them land, so they had
not lost faith In them In that respect.

Many negroes testified

that they were warned to vote the Democratic ticket, or not to vote
the Republican ticket, and that they were afraid they would be
attacked if they voted.

These facts would Indicate that fear of

the Elan, If not actual violence by It, wes the real reason for the
decline In the Republican vote in Georgia and Alabama.
The Republicans claimed that Republican officers were in
constant danger of attack.

Many had been attacked, and many had

resigned because they had been warned that they would be punished
if they did not, or merely because they feared an attack by the
Klan.

Some were attacked, and a few had resigned because of it,

However, the Elan’s activities did not destroy the Republican
administrations*

Not very many men left office for these reasons,

and when one did there was always another Repxxbllcan not only
willing, but anxious, to take his place.

This fact indicates that
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the situation was not as serious as tiio Republicans pictured it.
The Republicans said they could not hold political
meetings because of the danger from the Klan, and that this had
been demonstrated several times.
evidence.

This was not supported by the

It may have been Klan members who disturbed the meetings,

but there was no proof of it, or that they acted as an organization.
The men who precipitated the trouble were always drunken poor
whites.

The Ke ublicana tried to implicate prominent men In these

affairs, but failed absolutely.

As a matter of fact, it was proven

that prominent men helped quell such disturbances in almost every
case.
The hatred of the poor whites for the negroes ana their
leaders was the basic motive for most of the violence by the Ku
Klux Klan during its second stage.

Attacks on individuals on

account of their immorality occurred usually in cases of misconduct
between men and women of different races.

The poor whites regarded

this as an indication of approaching social equality. Insolence
towards white people by the negroes incensed the poor whites,
because they considered it evidence that the negroes believed them
selves their equals.

The poor whites were extremely intolerant of

the rights of the negroes, and were very resentful of any attempt
by them to insist on their rights.

They were much more resentful

against a negro than against a white man for stealing.

Attacks

for the purpose of driving negroes off the land were made by poor
whites who wanted tne land themselves.

They took guns away from

the negroes, or made the negroes break them In their sight.

The

evidence does not indicate the exact object in doing this, but it
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seems logical to suppose that It was motivated by the attitude of
the poor whites that It was dangerous for the negroes to have any
means of opposing them.
apparent reason.
an pet.

There were attacks made on negroes for no

Hatred is the only logical explanation for such

Attacks against Methodist ministers were probably for the

sam^ reason, with some of the political aspects entering.

The

church was disliked because it was organised by people from the
north, and was composed mostly of negroes.
Attacks on the Mississippi school ay stem had some racial
factors In them, although they were of a. slightly different nature.
Prom the conduct of the marauding bands, it Is probably safe to
presume that some prominent white people were Involved In such
visits, but the strength of the bands was contributed by the middle
and lower classes.

Many of the prominent men objected to the

inerts a in the already burdonsom

taxes which the school a; stem

caused, and many of them objected to paying taxes for the education
of the negroes, who paid practically no taxeo themselves.

A maj

ority of the prominent class a proved of educating the negi-oes, and
some even, furnished buildings for schools, but there wero probably
some who believed that the situation called for action.

The other

two clashes were opposed to educating the negroes because of their
dislike for the race.
Pear of tho miscarriage of justice had racial, soci.al,
and political aspects.

The people considered the judges and other

officers incompetent, and prejudiced in favor of negroes and
Republicans, partlcuferly negroes.

They believed that criminals

were being thrown hack upon society because of this prejudice.
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This was the case In the raid on the dnionville jail, and in most
of the other murder cases after which the Klan punished the
murderers.
In some localities, part of the activities of the Klan
were directed against the people who had cou plename of the Ku Klux Klan*

violence in the

Persons were punished for such imitation

in Union and York counties, in South Carolina.

Another phase of

this activity was the posting of notices warning imitators to
desist or expect punishment.

These notices always stressed the

fact that violence- was detrimental to the interests of the
community.

This is another phase of 'both the social and racial

aspects of the violence.

It was a case of prominent men acting

against the lower classes to protect the negroes, principally
because of the labor question, but also in the name of law and
order.
Lawlessness was another social aspect of the Klan’e
activity.

There were numerous cases of robbery by the Klan during

its attacks.

In fact, it seems to have been the motive for quite a

number of attacks*

In some localities, the Klan was undeniably

acting in the interests of Illicit distillers, both, in making
attacks, and in admitting members.
Social effects of Klan violence were much more clearly
defined than the political effects.

It was generally admitted that

the conduct of the negroes improved after Klan violence became
common.

There wao less stealing, arid practically no disturbance.

The negroes seem to have oeen quite generally afraid of the Klan*
They testified that their daily life, and even their family life,
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was demoralized because of their fear of visits by the Klan.
Labor was disorganized,

degreea were afraid to stay on the farms,

and those who did stay were often so demoralized that they were
inefficient laborers.
It will oe seen from the discussion that the social,
racial, and political aspects of the Ku Klux Klan during this
second stage of its existence were inseparable.

The Klan was

undoubtedly made up of poor whites, who hated the negroes.
Political activities of the Klan were motivated by the hatred of
the poor whites for the negroes.
were motivated by race hatred.

Most of the outrages bj the Klan
Many activities which seemed to

have a political reason also had the other factors entering, and
these other factors were usually, if not always, the fundamental
reasons for attacks.

Exceptional cases, such as those which

occurred in Union and York counties, were all for social reasons.
These facts indicate, beyond all doubt, that the activities of the
Klan dux*ing this period were motivated by racial, rather than
political, factors.

While it cannot be denied that the political

aspect was present, it was secondary, almost incidental, and could
not be avoided, because of the general situation.
The 1872 campaign was approaching, and the Republicans
were beginning to think of means of re-electing Grant.

His

popularity was declining, and the reform element which had been
successful in Missouri in 1870 was spreading its activities to the
south and southwest.

The Enforcement act had been passec. in 1870,

as a means of assisting the Republicans in holding the full
strength of the negro vote in the south.

t

In spite of this, three
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states had elected Democrats to various offices*

The .Republicans

accused the Democrats of Intimidating the negroes to keep them,
from voting.

They passed the Ku hlux Act of April 20, 1371, to

prevent such intimidation in the coming election.
The development of the Congressional policy of investi
gation shows that tlie Republicans Intended to uso the conditions in
the south to taoir own advantage in the coming campaign,

A review

of the procedure in Congress during the development of this policy
will show that the Republicans were determined to pass a law
dealing with the Klan.

at the sane time, they were preparing to

authorise an investigation of conditions In the south, and give the
Investigating committee the right to publish info m a t ion concerning
conditions there.

They could not justify the proposed publication,

in the face of the Democratic accusation that it was to enable them
to issue "political bulletins”, so they relinquished that provision
in order to assure the passage of the resolution.

They said, at

first, that this investigation was to be for the purpose of
collecting information upon which to base legislation to control
the Ru hiux Klan#

The house passed a bill for this purpose the day-

before tne resolution authorising an investigation was passed, and
the Senate had instructed a committee to report a bill.

This

proves that the Republicans were determined to investigate, even
though they were obviating the necessity for it by their apparent
Intention to pass a law dealing with the Klan.

They had an over

whelming majority in Congress, so there was no reason to believe
that their move to pass a lav/ would fail.

Consequently, they must

have had some motive other than that which they had expressed, and
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there seems to have been no other valid reason for an Investigation.
The procedure and reports of the Investigation proved
beyond all doubt that it was a political move.

The Republicans

idled to grant any of the requests of the Democrats concerning
procedure,

They limited the investigation to seven states, and

later uaue & thorough investigation of only five, despite the
protests of tne Democrats, ana gave no reason for their action.
This indicates that the Democrats were correct in their contention
that the Republicans knew they could not further their political
objects by Investigating conditions in the other four southern
states.

The investigation of Florida was vei*y short and Incomplete.

It was probably dropped because tne committee found no evidence
that the hu klux Elan had been operating there.

All the violence

which was reported was very clearly nothing more than local out
rages by lawless individuals or groups.

Only two witnesses were

examined from Tennessee, the birth-place of the Ku Klux Klan.
'There was no evidence to show txiat violence had existed there after
l&ocs, which was probably the reason for not continuing the inves
tigation of conditions in that state.

‘
The Republicans also failed

to grant the request of the Democrats In the matter of testimony.
They were determined to allow hearsay evidence, instead of limiting
the testimony to facts.

This would seem to indicate that they knew

the facts would not support their contentions, but that they could
get hearsay testimony which would do so.
Their procedure in calling witnesses bears out this last
presumption.

They called only Republicans, a lurge number of whom

were officers, either state or national.

Other vdiite people they
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called were as ardently Republican aa the officers.

Besides white

people, they called a large number of negroes, who were all Repub
licans.

Even Republican witnesses admitted that the general char

acter of the negroes created doubt as to whether they would tell
the truth or not.

Besides this, there was strong circumstantial

evidence showing that they were influenced.

Their testimony, while

not often contradictory, was doubtful, because cross-examination
frequently brought out pertinent facts they had failed to mention.
The methods the Republicans used In questioning their
witnesses showed that they were primarily Interested In developing
the political aspect of the Ku Klux Klan.

They usually started

with a general question which seemed innocent of political Intent,
but they always moulded it into some political shape after the
first few answers of the witness.

All the newspaper editorials

they entered as evidence were interpreted from their political
point of view, anu the interpretation was based on whether the
paper was democratic or Republican.

Their constant attempts to

implicate prominent men in the Ku Kiux Klan show a political object.
These men were the leaders of the Democratic party, ana could be
heiu responsible for Its acts.

The Republicans showed comparatively

little interest in tne party affiliation of the men who confessed

to membership, or to that of those who were convicted.

The acts of

these men did not go far towards Implicating the Democratic party,
because they held no prominent position in It.
The report of the Republican majority furnishes conclusive
evidence that the Investigation was for political purposes.

The

whole report centered on the point that the Ku Klux Klan was made up
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of Democrats who had organized to combat the Republicans.

In fact,

they tried to eliminate everything which ,vaa not direct evidence
of the political purpose of the Klan, or which would have given It
com- juawifIcation for existence*

They completely failed to prove

their point*
The Federal trials of Klansmen show the effort the Repub
lican administracion was making to break up the Klan.
factors were evident in these trials.

Political

Klanamen were tried for

violating the political laws already discussod.

One of these laws,

the act of 1371, was applied in cases which had occurred before it
was passed,

host of the juries In the South Carolina cases wore

made up of 11 negroes and 1 white man, although there were two
exceptions in which there were 5 white men on the juries,

-he

Democrats were represented only on one jury, and there was only one
Democrat on it,

I'he prosecuting attorney, in selecting jurors,

made a special effort to have all, or nearly all, negroes.

Judge

Bond blocked attempts to take cases before the Supreme Court.

lie

probably had the legal right to do so, but he was extremely
arbitrary in refusing to give Judge Bryan’s opinions any considera
tion,

he must nave intended to keep the attorneys for the defen

dants from appealing any case which would have jeopardized the
status of the laws aimed at the iiu Klux hi an.

There is no doubt

that the laws would have been declared unconstitutional.

The 1370

law was later declared unconstitutional, said the 1371 law was
modeled after it, with more stringent provisions.
The main object ox the prosecuting attorney during the
trials in South Carolina wa3 to prove that the Eu Klux Klan, as an

177

organization* wsn a conspiracy in violation of the laws of 1870 and
1871.

They established this to the satisfaction of the juries, and

thereafter members of the Klan were convicted of conspiracy, even
though they had never been on a raid.
eeems that no one was safe,

As a matter of fact, it

Millar was convicted in spite of the

fact that the prosecution did not prove that he was a member of the
Flan*
Other activities, such aa the use of troops In making
arrests, and the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus in South
Carolina, whether justifiable in light of the existing conditions
or not, show that the Republicans were making strenuous efforts to
subdue the Ku Klux Flan.

All these governmental activities were

undoubtedly political measures.

The Republicans contended that

the Klsn. was a political organization, and that its purpose was to
oust the Republicans from control of the southern states, and,
eventually, the Federal government.

Therefore, their efforts to

destroy it must, have been for the purpose of retaining their
political ascendency.
The Democrats defeated the purposes of the Republicans
throughout the investigation.

They put the Republicans in a very

bad light by forcing them to refuse to investigate four of the
southern states, and then compelling them to refuse to limit the
investigation to facts by applying the legal rules of evidence.
They called witnesses who were, as a general rule, reliable men.
it the seme time, they discredited a large number of the Republican
witnesses, including the negroes, men accusing others of membership
in the Klan, men confessing to membership in the Klan, Republican
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officers, end Many other individuals.

They further strengthened

their oT,>n position by calling Republicans as witnesses, and the
fact that these Republicans testified in their favor on most
points, including the oollticel aspect of the Flan,

They countered

the Democratic newspaper editorials presented by the Republicans to
show that the Democrats sympathised with the Flan by jr eeenting
other Democratic editorials denouncing the Flan and its violent
course.
During the investigation, and in their report, they
orovor? several nolnts which destroyed the argument of the Republi
cans that the Flan was strictly political.

The first of those was

the character of the men who made up the membership of the Flan.
The fact that the Flan was made up of poor whites kept the Repub
licans from shoving that its membership made it a political organ
ization.
Flan.

Moreover, they proved that there were Republicans in the

The second of these points was their proof that prominent

men were not members of the Flan.

They showed that this class of

men had organized the Flan for the protection of the white people,
and that they had left it when it became violent,

They also shew ed

that these mon had boon leaders in the local movements to call
meetings for the puroose of denouncing Flan violence, and getting
tho support of the people in the community to help stop the
violence.

The next point was their proof that the Republicans had

exaggerated the nature end extent of the Flan viol nee.

They

proved that many of the eases reported had never occurred, or had
b en of an entirely different nature than, they hod been reported.
They showed that the hatred of the poor whites for the negro©3 was
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an extremely Important factor in the organization and operation of
the Elan, although they did not stress this point as much as they
might have.

They disproved the contention of the Republicans that

nil outrages had a political aspect by showing that there had been
other reasons for a great number of the attacks reported.

This

nerved to strengthen tho racial aspect of Elan violence.

Their

quest?ons brought oud the fact that Elan outbreaks were confined to
certain well-defined areas*

They contended that they would have

extended throughout the south if the Elan had been a political
organization.

They also contended that, since the Elan existed in

many localities where the Democrats were In the majority auu never
endeared in any of the localities where the Republicans had the
largest majorities, it was Impossible that it could have been a
political organization.

The fourth point they stressed in this

connection was the condition of affairs in the south which gave
rise to in an violence.

Their report brought out the fact that the

violence had not become common until after the organization of the
Leagues and the state militia, and, in some localities, after the
widespread burning of white people’s property.

They also sought to

emphasize the fact that the people were living under an oppressive
Federal government, and Incompetent and corrupt state governments.
There were three features of their reports which dis
credited the Republican contentions.

The first was the fact that

they presented testimony in proof of their points, <uid lefu it co
stand on its own merits.

They did not need to misinterpret and

mlsrepresent facts, as the Republicans had done*

They were able to

do this because their witnesses were truthful men, and could
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testify intelligently on both sides of the question because they
were educated and had a thorough knowledge of both races and all
classes of society found in the south.

The Republicans were forced

to rely on Democratic witnesses because their own were extremely
prejudiced, and often very clearly untruthful.

To make the

evidence presented by Democratic witnesses fit their contentions,
they had to distort it.

The second Important feature of the

Democratic reports was the fact that they proved their points,
although they exaggerated the general conditions In the south.
There is no single one of their points which can be discredited,
in its fundamental aspect, by any evidence presented by reliable
witnesses, or any combination of circumstances brought out by the
evidence.

The final important feature of their reports was the

fact that they presented evidence absolutely disproving the conten
tion of the Republicans that the Klan was strictly political.
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APrfiNDIX

KU KL'JX KLaN OBLIGATIONS
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From toe Original Prescript

"Greed
"■i©, toe • >

reverently acknowledge toe majesty and

supremacy ol toe Divine doing, and recognize to© goodness and
providence of toe same.
"preamble
,!We recognize out relations to the United States
Government, and acknowledge toe supremacy of its laws.

"Obligation
"1, . . ., of my own ire© will and accord, and in toe
presence of Almighty God, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I
will never reveal so anyone not a member of the • . ., by any
intimation, sign, symbol, word, or act, or in any other manner
whatever, any ox the secrets, signs, grips, passwords, mysteries,
or purposes of the . . . »

or that X am a member of the same, or

that jt know of anyone wno is a member, and that I will abide by
an© prescript ana edicts of the . . .

So help me God.

1. deport of investigation. Alii, So, 40.
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Reed to grlrwn, South Carolina

"You solemnly swear in the proronco of almighty God that
you will nova? reveal the name o'* the person who initiated you;
and that you will nov^r reveal iihafc Is nor about to cone to your
knowledge; and that you are not now a member of the Red string
Order, Union League, Heroes of America, Grand Army of the Republic
or any other organisation whoso aim and Intention is to destroy the
right? of the youth, or of the Staten, or of the people, or to
elevate the negro to a political equality with yourself; and that
you are opposed to all such oriaclplest So help you God.
"You further swear before Almighty God that yon will be
true to the principles of this brotherhood and the members thereof;
and that you. will never reveal any of the secrets, orders, acts,
or edicts, end that you rill never make known to any person, not a
’mo w n member of this brotherhood, that you are a member yourself,
or who are members; and that you will never- assist in initiating,
or allow to bo initiated, If you. esn prevent it, any one belonging
to the Red String Order, Union League, Heroes of America, Grand
Army of the Republic, or any one holding radical views or opinions;
and should onv member of this brotherhood, or their families be in
denser, you. will inform them of their danger, and, if necessary,
you will go to their assistance; and that you will oppose all
radicals end negroes in nil their political designs; and that
should any radical or negro impose on, abuse, or injure any member
of this brotherhood, you will assist In punishing M m In any manner
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the camp may direct*
"You .further swear that you will obey all calls and
suaaaoiises of tne chief of your camp or brotherhood, should it be
in youx power to do so*
'Given upon this your obligation, that you will never
give the woiu of distress unless you are in great need of

c...;.-iatancej and should you near it given by any brother, you will
too to his or their assistance; and snouxa any member reveal any of
the secrets, acts, orders, or edicts of the brothermood, you will

assist in punishing him in soy way the camp way direct or approve
of; So help you God*

head to Other south Oarolina witnesses

"2 do solemnly swear tnat I will support and defend the
Invisible Circle; tnat 1 will defend our families, our wives, our
q .h.lur--;.

mo. brethren} that f will assist a brother in distress to

t.w.u best of my ability} on at 1 will never reveal tie secrets of
t..la order, or anything in regard to it that way come to my know*
ledge; and if I uo, may 1 meet a traitor*s doom, which is ae&th,

death, death.

So help me God, ana so punish me my brethren.1)0

2, iieport oi investigation, IV, 65b.
5. Ibid., Ill, 527.
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"Shotwell Oath"
North Carolina
"l, "before the great Immaculate God of heaven and earth,
do take end subscribe to the following sacred and binding oath
and obligations I promise and swear that I will uphold and defend
the Constitution of the United States as it was handed down by our
forefathers, in its original purity.

I promise and swear that I

will reject and opoose the principles of the radical party in all
its forms, and forever maintain and contend that Intelligent whit©
men shall govern this country.

I oromise and pledge myself to

assist, according to my pecuniary circumstances, all brothers in
distress.

Females, widows and their households, shall ever be

specially In my care and protection.

I promise and swear that I

will obey all instructions given me by my chief} and should I ever
divulge, or cause to be divulged, any secrets, signs, or passwords
of the Invisible Empire I must meet with the fearful and justful
penalty of the traitor, which is death —

death —

death —

at the

vzhn of the brethren*

"Leach Oath"
North Carolina
"Yoxi solemnly swear before Almighty God that you will
never turn State *s evidence against any brother for any act or
deed done by him, in any court or courts whatever; that you will
I------------------------4. Report of Investigation, II, 366.
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bo true to the principles of tills brotherhood, and to its members;
that you will never reveal any ef its secrets, edicts, or orders;
that you will never make known to any one not a known member of the
brotherhood that you are yourself a. member, or who are members;
that you will nev- r assist in initiating, or allow to be Initiated,
if you can possibly prevent it, any one belonging to the Union
League or II, o, A#, or any one holding radical views or opinions;
that, should any member of this brotherhood or his family be in
danger, you will inform him or them of such danger, and, if
neces ary, go to his relief; that you will oppose all radicals and
negroes in their political designs; that, should any radical or
negro impose upon, injure, or abuse a member of this brotherhood,
you will assist in punishing him in any manner the camp may direct;
that you will obey all casss and summons from the chief of your
camp, so far as it is in your power to do so; judging from this
your obligation; that you will never give the word of distress
unless you are in the greatest need of assistance; and that, should
you hear it given b;, a member, you will go to Lis assistance; arid
that, should any member reveal or make known any of the secrets,
acts or deems, or order of the brotherhood, you will assist in
punishing him in any manner the camp may direct or approve,
help me God.

5, Report of Investigation, II, 336.
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